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House of Representatives

The House met at noon and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. SIMPSON).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
December 5, 2011.

I hereby appoint the Honorable MICHAEL K.
SIMPSON to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

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

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 5, 2011, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall
debate continue beyond 1:50 p.m.

——————

UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. Later today, some-
thing stunning is going to happen that
will catch many Americans by sur-
prise. The so-called Postmaster Gen-
eral is going to announce details that
will lead to the end of the United
States Postal Service and universal
postal delivery in this country.

This is an incredible blow to our
economy. You're talking about closing
processing centers. Let me just be spe-
cific. In my area, they’re talking about

closing the Eugene/Springfield proc-
essing center. It means if I mail a let-
ter from Springfield to Eugene, 6, 7
miles away, it will be carried by truck
to Portland, Oregon, and then sorted
there and then trucked back down
sometime that week.

They’re saying they will no longer
guarantee 1l-day or 2-day delivery on
first-class mail. They’re going to move
to a guarantee of sometime. If you
mail it on Wednesday it will be a min-
imum of three days till—oops, wait—
we don’t have Saturday delivery any-
more under this plan. So, actually, you
mail a letter on Wednesday or a bill on
Wednesday, it won’t get there until the
next Monday.

They will drive more people to use
the services that have cut into their
revenues. But some people don’t have
that option, and some things are essen-
tial to commerce in this country.
There are many, many businesses that
will be affected by these delays, and in
addition to the delays of prescription
drugs or Netflix, mailing DVDs, or, you
know, people buying things on eBay,
Amazon.com—these things will flood
over to UPS and to FedEx and further
undermine their revenues.

This guy, this so-called Postmaster
General, should be fired because of a
lack of any imagination or initiative in
proposing the death knell for the great
United States Postal Service. With
100,000 people laid off, oh, that’s just
what we need in America today. Let’s
lay off 100,000 people. Great idea.

And then he’s going to close local
post offices. Let’s talk about little
Tiller, Oregon, in my district, 16 miles
on a winding road subject to heavy
rain, subject to black ice and snow in
the wintertime to the next town, a gen-
erally elderly population and generally
not very affluent.

These sorts of closures, which will
save minuscule amounts of money for
the post office, are going to be death
knell blows to small rural communities
across America.

Now, weekly periodicals: Get today’s
news next week, sometime. Yep, that’s
right, 7 to 9 days for your weekly peri-
odicals. That’s going to do a great
thing for the remaining periodical in-
dustry. That’s really, really special
and, again, driving people to look for
alternatives that will further under-
mine their revenues.

I don’t think there could be a more
shortsighted proposal. Now, there’s
plenty of blame to go around because
this Congress has failed to act. The
Postal Service overpaid $7 billion into
a Federal retirement account, but the
Republicans are refusing to give the
money back to the post office.

They’d rather lay off 100,000 people.
They think somehow the private sector
will take this over. Tell me, who in the
private sector is going to deliver a let-
ter for 45 cents to a small rural com-
munity 40 miles from the nearest or 100
miles from the nearest sorting facility?
That’s not going to happen. These peo-
ple will be deprived of any meaningful
service.

There are other critical reforms that
could be undertaken short of disman-
tling, killing the United States Postal
Service. If these proposals go forward
and if this Congress continues to fail to
act, and this guy gets to continue to
put in place his dyspeptic vision of a
future for the Postal Service—and the
White House continues to be totally si-
lent, absent from this debate, as they
are so many—we will no longer have a
United States Postal Service in this
country.

That would be an incredible blow to
our economy, to our future, and to the
prestige of the United States of Amer-
ica. I guess we’ll become the first de-
veloped nation on Earth without a
postal service, just like we’re the only
developed industrial nation on Earth
without universal health care.

We’re the best.
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RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 5 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until 2 p.m.

——
[ 1400
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. SIMPSON) at 2 p.m.

——
PRAYER

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

Loving God, we give You thanks for
giving us another day. At the begin-
ning of a new day and another week,
help us to discover the power of resting
in You and receiving assurance and en-
couragement in Your amazing grace.

Send Your Spirit down upon the
Members of the people’s House who
have been entrusted by their fellow
Americans with the awesome privilege
and responsibility of sustaining the
great experiment of democratic self-
government.

May they be reminded always of
whom they are. May they be open to
Your inspiration, that they might
overcome the temptation to work
through the issues of this day on their
own strength and cleverness. Grant
them wisdom, insight, and vision, that
the work they do will be for the better-
ment of our Nation during a time of
struggle for so many millions of Ameri-
cans.

May they earn the trust and respect
of those they represent, whether or not
they had earned their vote, and make
history that expands the great legacy
of so many who have served in this
Chamber before now, a legacy of noble
service, sometimes political risk, but
always great leadership.

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

Amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

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

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

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 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.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

THE SENATE MUST TAKE ACTION

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, last Friday the U.S. Bureau of
Labor Statistics released its November
jobs report citing the gruesome unem-
ployment rate of 8.6 percent. This rev-
elation marks the 34th straight month
where the Nation’s unemployment rate
has remained at or above 8 percent.
This is a tragedy for American families
who do not have jobs or have given up
looking for jobs.

House Republicans continue to re-
main focused on job creation, making
the issue our number one priority.
Since January, the House has sub-
mitted numerous bills, many with bi-
partisan support, to the Senate in
hopes of passage, which will help put
American families back to work. Just
last week, the House passed three more
commonsense bills, bringing the total
number of job-creating bills awaiting
action by the liberal Senate to 25.

I urge the Senate majority leader to
bring any of the House jobs bills up for
a vote and begin focusing on ways to
promote job growth.

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

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 3:30 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 4 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until approximately 3:30 p.m.

————
0 15631
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. SIMPSON) at 3 o’clock and
31 minutes p.m.

———
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed with an
amendment in which the concurrence
of the House is requested, a bill of the
House of the following title:

H.R. 1540. An act to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2012 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to
the bill (H.R. 1540) ‘““An Act to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2012
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe
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military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes,’ re-
quests a conference with the House on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and appoints Mr. LEVIN, Mr.
LIEBERMAN, Mr. REED, Mr. AKAKA, Mr.
NELSON (NE), Mr. WEBB, Mrs. McCAS-
KILL, Mr. UDALL (CO), Mrs. HAGAN, Mr.
BEGICH, Mr. MANCHIN, Mrs. SHAHEEN,
Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr.
McCAIN, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr.
CHAMBLISS, Mr. WICKER, Mr. BROWN
(MA), Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. AYOTTE, Ms.
COLLINS, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. CORNYN, and
Mr. VITTER, to be the conferees on the
part of the Senate.

————————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
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.

—————

CALIFORNIA COASTAL NATIONAL
MONUMENT CONSOLIDATION ACT

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 944) to eliminate
an unused lighthouse reservation, pro-
vide management consistency by incor-
porating the rocks and small islands
along the coast of Orange County, Cali-
fornia, into the California Coastal Na-
tional Monument managed by the Bu-
reau of Land Management, and meet
the original Congressional intent of
preserving Orange County’s rocks and
small islands, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 944

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. PRESERVATION OF ROCKS AND
SMALL ISLANDS ALONG THE COAST
OF ORANGE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.

(a) CALIFORNIA COASTAL NATIONAL MONU-
MENT.—The Act of February 18, 1931, entitled
““An Act to reserve for public use rocks, pin-
nacles, reefs, and small islands along the sea-
coast of Orange County, California” is
amended by striking ‘‘temporarily reserved’’
and all that follows through ‘‘United States”
and inserting ‘‘part of the California Coastal
National Monument and shall be adminis-
tered as such”.

(b) REPEAL OF RESERVATION.—Section 31 of
the Act of May 28, 1935, entitled ‘“‘An Act to
authorize the Secretary of Commerce to dis-
pose of certain lighthouse reservations, and
for other purposes’ is hereby repealed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
LUJAN) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
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all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on the bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

H.R. 944, introduced by our colleague
from California (Mr. CAMPBELL) will re-
move an unused lighthouse reservation
currently in place for certain rocks and
small islands along the coast of Orange
County, California. The bill would add
them to the California Coastal Na-
tional Monument.

The lighthouse reservation has been
in place since 1935 to provide locations
for searchlights and other coastal de-
fense equipment of that time. The bill
will provide for the consistent manage-
ment of geological features along the
coast of Orange County.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

(Mr. LUJAN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) ;

Mr. LUJAN. H.R. 944 would correct a
situation in which two acts from the
1930s are inadvertently preventing cer-
tain rocks, pinnacles, reefs, small is-
lands, and lighthouses off the coast of
Orange County from being included in
the California Coastal National Monu-
ment.

In 2000 President Clinton created the
California Coastal National Monument,
which spans the entire 1,100 miles of
the California coast and encompasses
more than 20,000 small islands, rocks,
exposed reefs, and pinnacles. However,
the act designating the monument in-
cluded only unreserved and unappropri-
ated rocks and islands, and under the
1930s acts, these natural and cultural
sites were reserved.

H.R. 944 would strike the reservation
language in one act and repeal another
act to provide that these areas finally
be permanently protected as part of
the California Coastal National Monu-
ment. Therefore, we support the pas-
sage of H.R. 944.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I am very pleased to yield
such time as he may consume to the
author of this legislation, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CAMP-
BELL).

Mr. CAMPBELL. I thank the gen-
tleman from Washington for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, the facts of the bill
have been presented by both of the gen-
tlemen speaking before me.

This bill actually passed the floor of
this House by a vote of 397-4 in the last
Congress. They simply ran out of time
in the Senate; otherwise, I think it
would be law today. So I appreciate ev-
eryone’s indulgence with passing this
bill off this floor again today, I hope.

It has been mentioned that this was
from 1935. Of these rocks and small is-
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lands, they originally thought, oh, we
might put lighthouses there. Then they
thought they might use them to help
defend the California coast against
Japanese submarines during World War
II. Neither of those purposes is of much
value anymore. So that’s why, if we
put this in the California Coastal Na-
tional Monument, we will be able to
preserve these rocks and islands and
the sea life around them, and they will
become a part of our environmental
heritage going forward.

With that, I thank everyone for their
assistance.

Mr. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker,
back the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I urge the adoption of this
bill, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 944.

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. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, I object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

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

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

I yield

———

FORT PULASKI NATIONAL MONU-
MENT LEASE AUTHORIZATION
ACT

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (S. 535) to authorize
the Secretary of the Interior to lease
certain lands within Fort Pulaski Na-
tional Monument, and for other pur-
poses.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 535

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 ‘“‘Fort Pulaski
National Monument Lease Authorization
Act”.

SEC. 2. LEASE AUTHORIZATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In-
terior (referred to in this section as the
‘““‘Secretary’’) may lease to the Savannah Bar
Pilots Association, or a successor organiza-
tion, no more than 30,000 square feet of land
and improvements within Fort Pulaski Na-
tional Monument (referred to in this section
as the ‘“‘Monument’) at the location on
Cockspur Island that has been used continu-
ously by the Savannah Bar Pilots Associa-
tion since 1940.

(b) RENTAL FEE AND PROCEEDS.—

(1) RENTAL FEE.—For the lease authorized
by this Act, the Secretary shall require a
rental fee based on fair market value ad-
justed, as the Secretary deems appropriate,
for amounts to be expended by the lessee for
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property preservation, maintenance, or re-
pair and related expenses.

(2) PROCEEDS.—Disposition of the proceeds
from the rental fee required pursuant to
paragraph (1) shall be made in accordance
with section 3(k)(5) of Public Law 91-383 (16
U.S.C. 1a-2(k)(5)).

(c) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—A lease en-
tered into under this section—

(1) shall be for a term of no more than 10
years and, at the Secretary’s discretion, for
successive terms of no more than 10 years at
a time; and

(2) shall include any terms and conditions
the Secretary determines to be necessary to
protect the resources of the Monument and
the public interest.

(d) EXEMPTION FROM APPLICABLE LAW.—Ex-
cept as provided in section 2(b)(2) of this Act,
the lease authorized by this Act shall not be
subject to section 3(k) of Public Law 91-383
(16 U.S.C. 1a-2(k)) or section 321 of Act of
June 30, 1932 (40 U.S.C. 1302).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
LUJAN) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on the bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

S. 535 would allow the Savannah Bar
Pilots Association to continue leasing
a facility at Fort Pulaski National
Monument as they have done since the
1940s.

Congressman JACK KINGSTON of Geor-
gia is the author of the House version
of this bill, H.R. 2687, that the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources heard in
September. The National Park Service
testified in support, and we are pleased
that this is one piece of legislation
that will not cost the taxpayers a
dime.

So I urge my colleagues to support
the legislation, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

(Mr. LUJAN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LUJAN. Fort Pulaski was com-
pleted in 1812. The Savannah Bar Pilots
were founded in 1864, and they have had
a lease to use part of the fort since
1940. It would appear that Congress is a
little late in getting around to for-
malizing this arrangement.

The Bar Pilots provide an invaluable
service by protecting the people and
the cargo entering the Port of Savan-
nah. This has been a good use of part of
the fort and should continue, so we
support the passage of S. 535.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I urge the adoption of the bill,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, S. 535.

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. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, I object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

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

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

———

PROVIDING FOR OUR WORKFORCE
AND ENERGY RESOURCES ACT

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 2360) to amend
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act
to extend the Constitution, laws, and
jurisdiction of the United States to in-
stallations and devices attached to the
seabed of the Outer Continental Shelf
for the production and support of pro-
duction of energy from sources other
than oil and gas, and for other pur-
poses.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2360

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 ‘“‘Providing
for Our Workforce and Energy Resources
Act” or the “POWER Act”.

SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF CONSTITUTION, LAWS,
AND JURISDICTION OF THE UNITED
STATES TO ENERGY FACILITIES AND
DEVICES ON THE OUTER CONTI-
NENTAL SHELF.

Section 4(a)(1) of the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1333(a)(1)) is
amended by—

(1) inserting ‘‘or producing or supporting
production of energy from sources other
than oil and gas’’ after ‘‘therefrom’’;

(2) inserting ‘‘or transmitting such en-
ergy’’ after ‘‘transporting such resources’’;
and

(3) inserting
“That mineral”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
LUJAN) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on the bill under consideration.

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

‘“‘and other energy’’ after

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

There was no objection.
J 1540

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

I appreciate the opportunity to bring
to the floor the Providing for Our
Workforce and Energy Resources or
POWER Act, introduced by our col-
league from Louisiana (Mr. LANDRY).

The House Natural Resources Com-
mittee is dedicated to creating domes-
tic American jobs and protecting the
safety of our workers. When we pass
legislation that encourages safe and ef-
ficient energy development on Federal
lands, not only are we decreasing do-
mestic energy production, but we are
also generating the millions of jobs
that support those industries; and
when I say that, I mean all energy jobs.

Republicans in Congress are com-
mitted to an all-of-the-above energy
strategy. We are committed to pro-
moting jobs in wind, solar, oil, gas,
hydro, and geothermal energy. Devel-
oping all of these resources to ensure
reliable and affordable energy for the
American people will benefit families
and businesses across our country in
the form of lower energy costs and
greater job growth.

To help foster this private sector job
growth, eliminating regulatory uncer-
tainty can really clear the way to spur
investment, protect American workers,
and spur job creation. The bill under
consideration does just that.

The POWER Act clarifies the Outer
Continental Shelf Lands Act to ensure
the full and fair application of our Na-
tion’s laws to all offshore energy devel-
opment, including renewable energy,
rather than waiting for various rulings
and interpretations by Federal agen-
cies. This simple, commonsense bill
will provide greater certainty to those
looking to invest and develop renew-
able energy projects and the infrastruc-
ture to support those projects off our
shores.

I want everyone to be clear that this
is not a major change in law. It is
merely a technical clarification to en-
sure that Federal agencies have the im-
portant guidance they need to ensure
that our Nation’s laws are applied in
the manner in which they were in-
tended.

Although not a major change, it is an
important one, and Mr. LANDRY should
get the credit for putting this bill for-
ward.

American companies are on the verge
of investing hundreds of millions of
dollars in developing renewable energy
on our Outer Continental Shelf, and
they need the certainty that our laws
will be applied fairly to their activi-
ties.

Developing our Nation’s energy re-
sources benefits our economy, our peo-
ple, and our national security. I believe
this bill helps provide the certainty
needed to help move America down the
path. I applaud Mr. LANDRY for his
work, and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port the bill.

December 5, 2011

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

(Mr. LUJAN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) .

Mr. LUJAN. H.R. 2360 would clarify
that U.S.-flagged vessels must be used
for the transportation of merchandise,
supplies, construction materials, and
maintenance materials between the
U.S. mainland and offshore wind farms.

The American Wind Energy Associa-
tion has indicated that their member
companies already operate in conform-
ance with Jones Act requirements for
offshore wind farms. The Offshore Wind
Development Coalition testified on
H.R. 2360 that wind developers already
accept the applicability of the Jones
Act for offshore wind farms.

The Department of the Interior has
testified that the relevant statutes al-
ready apply to offshore renewable en-
ergy installations. In addition, the In-
terior Department has also testified
that H.R. 2360 would not expand cur-
rent law, but that it would simply clar-
ify that section 4(a) of Outer Conti-
nental Shelf Lands Act applies to re-
newable energy production offshore to
the extent that there is any uncer-
tainty.

Comments on this bill from Customs
and Border Protection echo the Inte-
rior Department’s interpretation that
H.R. 2360 would simply clarify that the
Jones Act applies to offshore wind
farms. The Customs and Border Protec-
tion comments also reaffirm the inter-
pretation that H.R. 2360 would not ex-
pand current law to cover vessels re-
sponsible for laying transmission lines
or other vessels assisting in the con-
struction process beyond what the cur-
rent law already provides.

We share these interpretations of
H.R. 2360 and of the underlying stat-
utes. However, to the extent that there
may be any uncertainty that would be
aided by clarification, we have no prob-
lem with the legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the au-
thor of this legislation, the gentleman
from Louisiana (Mr. LANDRY).

Mr. LANDRY. Mr. Speaker, when I
talk to business owners around the
country, there are two things that I
hear prevent them from putting Ameri-
cans back to work, and that is regu-
latory uncertainty and inequity in gov-
ernment regulations.

Both the industry and the adminis-
tration have confirmed the existence of
ambiguity in the current law governing
energy development on the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf. This is creating uncer-
tainty and inequity, affecting job cre-
ation.

This bill corrects the problem and
strengthens our renewable energy in-
dustry by giving our stakeholders the
information needed to make the right
business decisions and investments. It
levels the playing field for all indus-
tries operating on the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf.
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We agree that to effectively rid our-
selves of foreign oil we need an all-of-
the-above approach to energy develop-
ment, and our laws should follow suit
as this industry develops.

Both sides of the aisle don’t often
agree on ways to strengthen our energy
independence and on ways to create
jobs; however, this bill affords us the
opportunity to do just that.

I'm proud to have bipartisan support
for this bill and want to thank both the
distinguished chairman from the State
of Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the
distinguished gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. HoLT), who helped us on this
bill.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back my time and urge
adoption of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2360.

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. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, I object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

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

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

———

NORTH CASCADES NATIONAL
PARK SERVICE COMPLEX FISH
STOCKING ACT

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 2351) to direct
the Secretary of the Interior to con-
tinue stocking fish in certain lakes in
the North Cascades National Park,
Ross Lake National Recreation Area,
and Lake Chelan National Recreation
Area.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2351

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 ‘“‘North Cas-
cades National Park Service Complex Fish
Stocking Act”.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) NORTH CASCADES NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
COMPLEX.—The term ‘‘North Cascades Na-
tional Park Service Complex’’ means collec-
tively the North Cascades National Park,
Ross Lake National Recreation Area, and
Lake Chelan National Recreation Area.

(2) PLAN.—The term ‘‘plan’ means the doc-
ument entitled “North Cascades National
Park Service Complex Mountain Lakes Fish-
ery Management Plan and Environmental
Impact Statement’ and dated June 2008.

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’”’
means the Secretary of the Interior.
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SEC. 3. STOCKING OF CERTAIN LAKES IN THE
NORTH CASCADES NATIONAL PARK
SERVICE COMPLEX.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b),
the Secretary shall authorize the stocking of
fish in lakes in the North Cascades National
Park Service Complex.

(b) CONDITIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-
ized to allow stocking of fish in not more
than 42 of the 91 lakes in the North Cascades
National Park Service Complex that have
historically been stocked with fish.

(2) NATIVE NONREPRODUCING FISH.—The Sec-
retary shall only stock fish that are—

(A) native to the slope of the Cascade
Range on which the lake to be stocked is lo-
cated; and

(B) nonreproducing, as identified in man-
agement alternative B of the plan.

(3) CONSIDERATIONS.—In making fish stock-
ing decisions under this Act, the Secretary
shall consider relevant scientific informa-
tion, including the plan and information
gathered under subsection (c).

(4) REQUIRED COORDINATION.—The Sec-
retary shall coordinate the stocking of fish
under this Act with the State of Washington.

(c) RESEARCH AND MONITORING.—The Sec-
retary shall—

(1) continue a program of research and
monitoring of the impacts of fish stocking
on the resources of the applicable unit of the
North Cascades National Park Service Com-
plex; and

(2) beginning on the date that is 5 years
after the date of enactment of this Act and
every 5 years thereafter, submit to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources of
the Senate and the Committee on Natural
Resources of the House of Representatives a
report that describes the results of the re-
search and monitoring under paragraph (1).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
LUJAN) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on the bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

I am the author of H.R. 2351, the
North Cascades National Park Service
Complex Fish Stocking Act.

This bill has enjoyed broad bipar-
tisan support for some time. It passed
the House under suspension of the rules
in the last Congress and was favorably
reported from the Senate Energy and
Natural Resources Committee by voice
vote.

H.R. 2351 is necessary to ensure the
National Park Service, in coordination
with the State of Washington, has the
authority to continue stocking fish in
certain alpine lakes in the North Cas-
cades National Park Complex. This
complex includes the North Cascades
National Park, Ross Lake National
Recreation Area, and the Lake Chelan
National Recreation Area.
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In 2008, the park service prepared an
environmental impact statement re-
garding the management of the fish-
eries in these mountain lakes. The pre-
ferred alternative was to allow contin-
ued fish stocking in 42 of those lakes.
The park service also requested ex-
plicit authority to allow fish stocking
to continue within the park complex.
And this is exactly what H.R. 2351 does.

Many tourists visit the park for its
scenic beauty as well as fishing oppor-
tunities, making fish stocking an im-
portant component of the central
Washington economy.

I urge support of this legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

(Mr. LUJAN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) .

Mr. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, I want to
recognize the chairman as well and his
work on this legislation and the impor-
tance of it. And as a general matter,
the introduction of nonnative species
into wilderness designated within a na-
tional park should be prohibited.

But in this instance, however, the
National Park Service has found that
fish stocking can continue within the
Mather Wilderness without harm to
other national park resources. Impor-
tantly, the legislation contains signifi-
cant protections for those resources.

We worked closely with Chairman
HASTINGS last Congress to secure House
passage of this legislation and are
pleased to do so again today. The
chairman is to be commended for his
efforts on behalf of the North Cascades
National Park Complex.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I,
again, urge my colleagues to support
this legislation, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2351.

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. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, I object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

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

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

————
[ 1550

ALLOWING YSLETA DEL SUR
PUEBLO TRIBE TO DETERMINE
MEMBERSHIP REQUIREMENTS

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 1560) to amend
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the Ysleta del Sur Pueblo and Alabama
and Coushatta Indian Tribes of Texas
Restoration Act to allow the Ysleta del
Sur Pueblo Tribe to determine blood
quantum requirement for membership
in that tribe.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1560

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. BLOOD QUANTUM REQUIREMENT DE-
TERMINED BY TRIBE.

Section 108(a)(2) of the Ysleta del Sur
Pueblo and Alabama and Coushatta Indian
Tribes of Texas Restoration Act (26 U.S.C.
1300g-7(a)(2)) is amended to read as follows:

‘(2) any person of Tigua Ysleta del Sur
Pueblo Indian blood enrolled by the tribe.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
LUJAN) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on the bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

The Ysleta del Sur Pueblo was origi-
nally based in New Mexico and then re-
located after the 1860 Pueblo Revolt to
its present location in El Paso County,
Texas.

In 1967, Congress enacted Public Law
90287, terminating the Federal trust
relationship with the tribe and placing
the tribe under the jurisdiction of the
State of Texas. In 1987, the Federal
trust relationship was restored by Pub-
lic Law 100-89.

The Restoration Act limited the
tribe’s membership to individuals list-
ed on a certain tribal membership roll
and to descendants of such individuals
as long as they have a minimum of
one-eighth degree of Ysleta del Sur In-
dian blood.

In recent years, the tribe has passed
resolutions in favor of legislation to
eliminate this limitation which is con-
sistent with the modern congressional
policy of allowing recognized tribes to
set their own membership when they
enroll Indian people.

H.R. 1560 permits the tribe to enroll
Indian members with a minimum blood
requirement. Similar versions of this
bill have been passed by the House in
the last two Congresses.

The Committee on Natural Resources
has not heard any objection to passing
this bill again. I think it’s a good idea
to treat the tribe consistently with
how Congress treats other federally
recognized tribes.
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With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

(Mr. LUJAN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 3

Mr. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of H.R. 1560, a bill that re-
moves the blood quantum threshold re-
quirement for membership in the
Ysleta del Sur Pueblo tribe.

No other tribe in the State of Texas
has had a similar limitation to tribal
membership conditioned on its recogni-
tion by the United States. H.R. 1560
corrects this inequity.

By modifying the tribal enrollment
requirements, the tribe will be able to
preserve the unique character and tra-
ditions of their tribe based on shared
history, customs, and language, in ad-
dition to tribal blood. This bill will en-
sure their survival as the oldest com-
munity in Texas and the only pueblo
still in existence in the State.

H.R. 1560 passed the House under
both Republican and Democratic lead-
ership in the 106th Congress and in the
previous two Congresses. I ask my col-
leagues to again support the passage of
this very important legislation at this
time.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time he
may consume to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. REYES).

Mr. REYES. I want to thank my good
friend from New Mexico for yielding
me time, as well as thanking Chairman
HASTINGS from Washington and Rank-
ing Member RAHALL for their help in
getting this legislation to the floor. I
want to thank the gentleman from New
Mexico (Mr. LUJAN) for handling the
bill on the Democratic side.

I rise today in support of H.R. 1560,
the Ysleta del Sur Pueblo blood quan-
tum bill. This bill is crucial to the
members of the Ysleta del Sur Pueblo
tribe, which is located in El Paso, my
district, the 16th District of Texas.
This will grant them the right to deter-
mine their own membership. It seeks
to correct unjust legislation approved
by Congress in 1987, which imposed a
one-eighth blood quantum Federal re-
quirement for tribe membership. This
law singles out the Tigua; and if not
amended, the tribe will lose their fed-
erally recognized status and the right
to self-govern their community.

The Tigua tribal community was es-
tablished, as was stated by both the
chairman and Mr. LUJAN, in 1862 after
the Pueblo Revolt against the Spanish
colonization of the Americas, nearly a
century before the Declaration of Inde-
pendence, and more than 160 years be-
fore the annexation of Texas to the
United States. This community rep-
resents a central part of our district’s
rich culture and our heritage.

The Ysleta del Sur Pueblo has been
an important part of the community’s
cultural heritage for nearly 330 years.
The tribe is an inseparable part of our
history, and it should be allowed to
preserve its status as a sovereign na-
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tion for future generations. So I
strongly urge all Members to support
this bill.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
have no further requests for time, and
I am prepared to yield back if the gen-
tleman from New Mexico is.

Mr. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, again, we
appreciate the work of the majority
and the work of Chairman REYES on
this important issue as well.

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1560.

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. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, I object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

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

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

———

BOX ELDER UTAH LAND
CONVEYANCE ACT

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (S. 683) to provide for
the conveyance of certain parcels of
land to the town of Mantua, Utah.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 683

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 ‘“‘Box Elder
Utah Land Conveyance Act”’.

SEC. 2. CONVEYANCE.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) MAP.—The term ‘‘map’ means the map
entitled ‘“‘Box Elder Utah Land Conveyance
Act” and dated June 23, 2011.

(2) NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM LAND.—The
term ‘‘National Forest System land” means
the approximately 31.5 acres of National For-
est System land in Box Elder County, Utah,
that is generally depicted on the map as par-
cels A, B, and C.

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of Agriculture.

(4) TowN.—The term ‘‘Town’ means the
town of Mantua, Utah.

(b) CONVEYANCE.—On the request of the
Town submitted to the Secretary by the date
that is not later than 1 year after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall
convey to the Town, without consideration
and by quitclaim deed, all right, title, and
interest of the United States in and to the
National Forest System land.

(c) SURVEY; COSTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—If determined by the Sec-
retary to be necessary, the exact acreage and
legal description of the National Forest Sys-
tem land shall be determined by a survey ap-
proved by the Secretary.
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(2) CosTs.—The Town shall pay the reason-
able survey and other administrative costs
associated with the conveyance.

(d) USE OF NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM
LAND.—As a condition of the conveyance
under subsection (b), the Town shall use the
National Forest System land only for public
purposes.

(e) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.—In the quit-
claim deed to the Town, the Secretary shall
provide that the National Forest System
land shall revert to the Secretary, at the
election of the Secretary, if the National
Forest System land is used for a purpose
other than a public purpose.

(f) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—
With respect to the conveyance under sub-
section (b), the Secretary may require such
additional terms and conditions as the Sec-
retary determines to be appropriate to pro-
tect the interests of the United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
LUJAN) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on the bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

S. 683 would convey approximately
31.56 acres of the Wasatch-Cache Na-
tional Forest to the town of Mantua,
Utah. The lands in question are pri-
marily open grasslands surrounded by
agricultural lands. The town is seeking
these lands for expansion of the ceme-
tery and construction of a town hall
and fire station.

National Parks, Forests and Public
Lands Subcommittee Chair ROB BISHOP
is the author of the House version of
this bill, and I commend him and Sen-
ator MIKE LEE of Utah for their efforts
in seeing this small, but important,
conveyance enacted into law.

I urge adoption of the measure, and 1
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

(Mr. LUJAN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 3

Mr. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, this is a
land conveyance to a small town in
Utah which requires that the land be
used for public purposes. Assuming this
measure is approved today, this will be
the third Congress in which the House
has approved this legislation. We have
been pleased to work with Mr. BISHOP
in the last two Congresses to secure
passage of this measure and support
passage again today.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I am very pleased to yield
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such time as he may consume to the
author of the House version of this leg-
islation, the gentleman from Utah (Mr.
BISHOP).

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 70
years ago the Forest Service paid the
huge sum of $1 for two parcels of land,
a total of 30 acres, surrounded on three
sides by private property. In that inter-
vening time period, per the Forest
Service’s own plans, not only have they
not needed them, they have not used
them and, until 5 years ago, forgot
they had them.

The city of Mantua now desperately
needs this for its cemetery expansion
as well as for a town hall and a fire sta-
tion to protect people who actually go
on the real forest lands.

Three times this House has passed
this piece of legislation, and the Sen-
ate has found it too complex to con-
sider. This time, the Senate has passed
a very similar bill over to us, not as
good as the one we had, but when one
considers we have sent over to them a
budget bill, multiple appropriation
bills, repeal of ObamaCare, 16 job bills,
and numerous regulatory reform bills,
the fact that the Senate did anything
should be a cause of our celebration
today.

And, therefore, I urge, even though
this is not a perfect bill, it’s a pretty
good one, so I urge its adoption so that
we can send it to the President’s desk
and let the Senate know we do appre-
ciate them when they finally, finally
do their work.

Mr. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, although I
really enjoy the opportunity to have a
conversation about all of the work
that’s happening over at the Senate, I
have no further speakers, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I urge
my colleagues to support the Senate
bill, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, S. 683.

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. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, I object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

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

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

————
0 1600
CORRECTING ENROLLMENT  OF

H.R. 470, HOOVER POWER ALLO-
CATION ACT OF 2011

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and concur in the concurrent resolu-
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tion (S. Con. Res. 32) to authorize the
Clerk of the House of Representatives
to make technical corrections in the
enrollment of H.R. 470, an Act to fur-
ther allocate and expand the avail-
ability of hydroelectric power gen-
erated at Hoover Dam, and for other
purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

S. CON. RES. 32

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That, in the enroll-
ment of the bill (H.R. 470) an Act to further
allocate and expand the availability of hy-
droelectric power generated at Hoover Dam,
and for other purposes, the Clerk of the
House of Representatives shall make the fol-
lowing corrections:

(1) In the second sentence of section
105(a)(2)(B) of the Hoover Power Plant Act of
1984 (43 U.S.C. 619(a)) (as added by section
2(d)), strike ‘‘General” and insert ‘‘Con-
formed General”.

(2) In section 2(e), strike ‘‘as redesignated
as’’ and insert ‘‘as redesignated by’’.

(3) In section 2(f), strike ‘‘as redesignated
as’’ and insert ‘‘as redesignated by’’.

(4) In section 2(g), strike ‘‘as redesignated
as’’ and insert ‘‘as redesignated by’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
LUJAN) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous materials on the resolution
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

Senate Concurrent Resolution 32 is
an enrolling correction for H.R. 470, bi-
partisan legislation introduced by our
Nevada colleague, Dr. JOE HECK.

Dr. HECK’s bill, which allocates hy-
dropower generated at Hoover Dam to
a number of utilities in California, Ari-
zona, and Nevada, has been passed by
both the House and the Senate. How-
ever, some in the Senate insisted that
a number of technical changes needed
to be made to the bill even though the
affected agency indicated that it could
implement H.R. 470 as passed by both
Chambers.

Nevertheless, we’ll not object to this
enrolling resolution making such tech-
nical changes because the base legisla-
tion is important for that area. So I
urge adoption of this measure.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

(Mr. LUJAN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. LUJAN. On October 18, the Sen-
ate approved H.R. 470, the Hoover Allo-
cation Power Act of 2011, by unanimous
consent. The Senate also approved Con-
current Resolution 32, which author-
izes the Clerk of the House of Rep-
resentatives to make small technical
changes to the enrolled version of H.R.
470.

We fully support the proposed
changes to H.R. 470 and urge adoption
of Senate Concurrent Resolution 32.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, again,
I urge adoption of this resolution, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) that the House suspend the
rules and concur in the concurrent res-
olution, S. Con. Res. 32.

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. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, I object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

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

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 4 minutes p.m.),
under its previous order, the House ad-
journed until tomorrow, Tuesday, De-
cember 6, 2011, at 10 a.m. for morning-
hour debate.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

4118. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — National Emission Stand-
ards for Hazardous Air Pollutant Emissions
for Primary Lead Processing [EPA-HQ-OAR-
2004-0305; FRL-9491-2] (RIN: 2060-AQ43) re-
ceived November 9, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

4119. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Divison, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Indi-
ana; Redesignation of the Indianapolis Area
to Attainment of the 1997 Annual Standard
for Fine Particulate Matter [EPA-R05-OAR-
2009-0839; FRIL-9489-6) received November 9,
2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

4120. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
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of Implementation Plans; Reasonably Avail-
able Control Technology for Oxides of Nitro-
gen for a Specific Source in the State of New
Jersey [Docket No.: EPA-R02-OAR-2011-0499;
FRI1.-9486-1] received November 9, 2011, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

4121. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans and Designations of
Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes;
Charlotte-Gastonia-Rock Hill, North Caro-
lina and South Carolina; Determination of
Attainment of the 1997 8-Hour Ozone Stand-
ard [EPA-R04-OAR-2011-0029-201103; FRIL.-9490-
5] received November 9, 2011, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

4122. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans; Texas; Revisions
to the New Source Review (NSR) State Im-
plementation Plan (SIP); Permit Renewals
[EPA-R06-OAR-2010-0978; FRL-9489-9] re-
ceived November 9, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

4123. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Revisions to the California
State Implementation Plan, South Coast Air
Quality Management District [EPA-R09-
OAR-2011-0537; FRL-9489-2] received Novem-
ber 9, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

4124. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — National Emission Stand-
ards for Hazardous Air Pollutant Emissions
for Shipbuilding and Ship Repair (Surface
Coating); National Emission Standards for
Wood Furniture Manufacturing Operations
[EPA-HQ-OAR-2010-0786; FRIL-9491-4] (RIN:
2060-AQ42) received November 9, 2011, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

4125. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tion Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Revision to the California
State Implementation Plan, San Joaquin
Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District
[EPA-R09-OAR-2011-0701; FRL-9490-1] re-
ceived November 9, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

4126. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Revisions to the California
State Implementation Plan, Placer County
Air Pollution Control District and Sac-
ramento Metropolitan Air Quality Manage-
ment District [EPA-R09-OAR-2011-0845; FRL-
9492-2] received November 9, 2011, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

4127. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Air Quality Designations for
the 2008 Lead (Pb) National Ambient Air
Quality Standards [EPA-HQ-OAR-2009-0443;
FRL-9492-3] (RIN: 2060-AR17) received No-
vember 9, 2011, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

4128. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Amendment to the International Traffic in
Arms Regulations: Sudan (RIN: 1400-AC93)
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received November 15, 2011, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

4129. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
visor for Treaty Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting report prepared by the
Department of State concerning inter-
national agreements other than treaties en-
tered into by the United States to be trans-
mitted to the Congress within the sixty-day
period specified in the Case-Zablocki Act; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

4130. A letter from the Deputy Chief Finan-
cial Officer, Department of Homeland Secu-
rity, transmitting the Department’s annual
financial report for fiscal year 2011; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

4131. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness
Directives; Bombardier, Inc. Model DHC-8-
102, -103, -106, -201, -202, -301, -311, and -315
Airplanes; Equipped with Certain Cockpit
Door Installations [Docket No.: FAA-2011-
0479; Directorate Identifier 2010-NM-154-AD;
Amendment 39-16827; AD 2011-21-04] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received November 3, 2011, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

4132. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness
Directives; Airbus Model A300 B4-600, A300
B4-600R, and A300 F4-600R Series Airplanes,
and Model A300 C4-605R Variant F Airplanes
(Collectively Called Model A300-600 Series
Airplanes); Model A310 Series Airplanes;
Model A318 Series Airplanes, Model A319 Se-
ries Airplanes; Model A320-211, -212, -214, -231,
-232, and -233 Airplanes; Model A321 Series
Airplanes; Model A330-200 and A330-300 Series
Airplanes; and Model A340-200, A340-300, A340-
500, and A340-600 Series Airplanes [Docket
No.: FAA-2011-0388; Directorate Identifier
2010-NM-004-AD; Amendment 39-16761; AD
2011-16-03] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Novem-
ber 3, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure.

4133. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness
Directives; The Boeing Company Model 747-
400 and -400F Series Airplanes [Docket No.:
FAA-2011-0041; Directorate Identifier 2010-
NM-227-AD; Amendment 39-16764; AD 2011-16-
06] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received November 3,
2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

4134. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness
Directives; M7 Aerospace LP Airplanes
[Docket No.: FAA-2011-0832; Directorate
Identifier 2011-CE-025-AD; Amendment 39-
16771; AD 2011-17-07] (RIN: 2120-A A64) received
November 3, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

4135. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness
Directives; Airbus Model A330-200 and -300
Series Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2011-0224;
Directorate Identifier 2010-NM-210-AD;
Amendment 39-16772; AD 2011-17-08] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received November 3, 2011, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

4136. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness
Directives; 328 Support Services GmbH (Type
Certificate Previously Held by AvCraft Aero-
space GmbH; Fairchild Dornier GmbH;
Dornier Luftfart GmbH) Model 328-100 and
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-300 Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2010-1163;
Directorate Identifier 2009-NM-233-AD;
Amendment 39-16795; AD 2011-18-13] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received November 3, 2011, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

4137. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness
Directives; Airbus Model A330 B2-1C, A300
B2-203, A300 B2K-3C, A300-B4-103, A300 B4-203,
and A300 B4-2C Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-
2011-0389; Directorate Identifier 2007-NM-189-
AD; Amendment 39-16769; AD 2011-17-05] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received November 3, 2011, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

4138. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness
Directives; BAE SYSTEMS (OPERATIONS)
LIMITED Model BAe 146 and Avro 146-RJ
Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2011-0569; Direc-
torate Identifier 2010-NM-240-AD; Amend-
ment 39-16811; AD 2011-20-02] (RIN: 2120-A A64)
received November 3, 2011, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

4139. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness
Directives; Piper Aircraft, Inc. Airplanes
[Docket No.: FAA-2009-0218; Directorate
Identifier 2009-CE-006-AD; Amendment 39-
16820; AD 2009-13-06 R1] (RIN: 2120-AA64) re-
ceived November 3, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

4140. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness
Directives; The Boeing Company Model 737-
600, -700, -700C, -800, and -900 Series Airplanes
[Docket No.: FAA-2010-1199; Directorate
Identifier 2010-NM-225-AD; Amendment 39-
16818; AD 2011-20-07] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received
November 3, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

4141. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness
Directives; Dowty Propellers Type R212/4-30-
4/22 and R251/4-30-4/49 Propeller Assemblies
[Docket No.: FAA-2011-0735; Directorate
Identifier 2011-NE-01-AD; Amendment 39-
16807; AD 2011-19-02] (RIN: 2120-A A64) received
November 3, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

4142. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness
Directives; General Electric Company (GE)
CT7-8, CT7-8A, CT7-8A1, CT7-8E, and CT7-8F5
Turboshaft Engines [Docket No.: FAA-2011-
0392; Directorate Identifier 2011-NE-12-AD;
Amendment 39-16808; AD 2011-19-03] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received November 3, 2011, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

4143. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness
Directives; The Boeing Company Model 737-
600, -700, -700C, -800, -900, -900ER Series Air-
planes [Docket No.: FAA-2008-1118; Direc-
torate Identifier 2007-NM-318-AD; Amend-
ment 39-16792; AD 2011-18-10] (RIN: 2120-A A64)
received November 3, 2011, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

4144. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness
Directives; Fokker Services B.V. Model F.27
Mark 050, 200, 300, 400, 500, 600, and 700 Air-
planes; and Model F.28 Airplanes [Docket
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No.: FAA-2011-0568; Directorate Identifier
2011-NM-010-AD; Amendment 39-16824; AD
2011-21-01] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Novem-
ber 3, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure.

4145. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness
Directives; The Boeing Company Model 777-
200, -200LLR, -300, and -300ER Series Airplanes
[Docket No.: FAA-2010-1312; Directorate
Identifier 2010-NM-220-AD; Amendment 39-
16826; AD 2011-21-03] (RIN: 2120-A A64) received
November 3, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. SMITH of Texas: Committee on the Ju-
diciary. H.R. 2369. A bill to amend title 36,
United States Code to provide for an addi-
tional power for the American Legion under
its Federal charter (Rept. 112-313). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. SMITH of Texas: Committee on the Ju-
diciary. H.R. 2815. A bill to revise the Fed-
eral charter for the Blue Star Mothers of
America, Inc., to reflect a change in eligi-
bility requirements for membership (Rept.
112-314). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

——————

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. STIVERS:

H.R. 3559. A bill to prohibit the Federal In-
surance Office of the Department of the
Treasury and other financial regulators from
collecting data directly from an insurance
company; to the Committee on Financial
Services, and in addition to the Committee
on Agriculture, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. GRIJALVA:

H.R. 3560. A bill to provide for the convey-
ance of certain Federal lands in Yuma Coun-
ty, Arizona; to the Committee on Natural
Resources.

By Mr. KIND (for himself, Mr. GER-
LACH, and Mr. NEAL):

H.R. 3561. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 and the Employee Retire-
ment Income Security Act of 1974 to reduce
administrative burdens and encourage retire-
ment plan formation and retention; to the
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Education and the
Workforce, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. NADLER (for himself and Mr.
BisHOP of New York):

H.R. 3562. A Dbill to amend the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act with respect to
the use of dispersants, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure, and in addition to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce, for a
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period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

———

MEMORIALS

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, memo-
rials were presented and referred as fol-
lows:

170. The SPEAKER presented a memorial
of the House of Representatives of the State
of Illinois, relative to House Resolution No.
520 urging the Congress to ensure adequate
funding for the United States Postal Service
and to take all appropriate steps to keep the
United States Postal Service open for all
Americans to Use; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

171. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Michigan, rel-
ative to House Resolution No. 136 urging the
President and the Congress to support the
continued and increased importation of oil
derived from Canadian Oil Sands; jointly to
the Committees on Foreign Affairs, Energy
and Commerce, and Transportation and In-
frastructure.

———

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. STIVERS:

H.R. 3559.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8, clause 1 (relating to
the general welfare of the United States).

By Mr. GRIJALVA:

H.R. 3560.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. KIND:

H.R. 3561.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. NADLER:

H.R. 3562.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, section 8, clauses 1, 3, and 18.

————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 100: Mr. SULLIVAN.

H.R. 139: Ms. SCHWARTZ and Ms.
KOWSKY.

H.R. 234: Mr. MCCLINTOCK.

H.R. 487: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY and Mr. CON-
YERS.

H.R. 733: Mr. HIMES.

H.R. 835: Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr.
ANDREWS, Mr. RUSH, and Mr. JOHNSON of
Georgia.

H.R. 942: Mr. GALLEGLY.

H.R. 1063: Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia, Mr.
PAYNE, Mr. YARMUTH, and Mr. GALLEGLY.

H.R. 1175: Mr. LATOURETTE.

SCHA-
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H.R. 1221: Mr. KISSELL.

H.R. 1259: Mr. GERLACH.

H.R. 1546: Mr. TONKO, Mr. COHEN, Mrs.
MCCARTHY of New York, Mr. TURNER of Ohio,
Mr. BROUN of Georgia, and Mr. MCCOTTER.

H.R. 1755: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska and Mr.
AMODEI.

H.R. 1834: Mr. AMODEI, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of
Georgia, Mr. POSEY, and Mr. PALAZZO.

H.R. 1842: Mr. TowNs, Ms. HAHN, and Mr.
WELCH.

H.R. 1897: Mr. DIAZ-BALART.

H.R. 1964: Mrs. BLACK, Mr. SOUTHERLAND,
Ms. NORTON, and Mr. RUNYAN.

H.R. 2077: Ms. JENKINS.

H.R. 2139: Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. RIBBLE, Ms.
MATSUI, and Mr. ALTMIRE.

H.R. 2288: Mr. ACKERMAN.

H.R. 2751: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina.

H.R. 2815: Mr. RIVERA, Ms. WILSON of Flor-
ida, Mr. DoLD, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. LUETKE-
MEYER, Mr. MCKINLEY, and Mr. SCHILLING.

H.R. 2874: Mrs. BLACK.

H.R. 2918: Mr. MCCAUL.

H.R. 3000: Mr. LAMBORN.
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3068:
3091:
. 3126:
3213:

Mrs. HARTZLER.

Mr. BOREN.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO.

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois.
3233: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania.
3235: Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois.

H.R. 3271: Ms. BUERKLE and Ms.
KOWSKY.

H.R. 3315: Mr. INSLEE and Mr. GINGREY of
Georgia.

H.R. 3370: Mr. MICHAUD.

H.R. 3422: Mr. JONES.

H.R. 3425: Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. NORTON,
Mr. CONYERS, Mr. TOwNS, Mr. DAvIS of Illi-
nois, and Mrs. CHRISTENSEN.

H.R. 3485: Ms. MATSUL.

H.R. 3510: Mrs. ADAMS, Mr. MEEHAN, and
Mr. WALZ of Minnesota.

H.R. 3548: Mrs. ELLMERS, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr.
HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. MCKINLEY, and
Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado.

H.J. Res. 86: Mr. DEFAZIO.

H.J. Res. 91: Mr. SESSIONS.

H. Con. Res. 85: Ms. WATERS, Ms. LORETTA
SANCHEZ of California, Mr. FILNER, and Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia.

o
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H. Con. Res. 87: Mr. RIVERA.
H. Res. 25: Mr. AMODEL.
H. Res. 137: Mr. DAVID ScOTT of Georgia.

H. Res. 475: Mrs. ApAMS, Mr. PAUL, Mr.
KELLY, and Mr. LAMBORN.

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or
statements on congressional earmarks,
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff
benefits were submitted as follows:

OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS OF WASHINGTON

S. 683 does not contain any Congressional
earmarks, limited tax benefits, or limited
tariff benefits as defined under clauses 9(e),
9(f) and 9(g) of rule XXI of the Rules of the
House of Representatives.



United States
of America

Congressional Record

th
PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 1 12 CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION

Vol. 157

WASHINGTON, MONDAY, DECEMBER 5, 2011

No. 185

The Senate met at 2 p.m. and was
called to order by the Honorable JEFF
BINGAMAN, a Senator from the State of
New Mexico.

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

O God, our Father, take our Senators
this day and make them what they
cannot be without Your power. En-
lighten their minds so they will know
what is best for the good of our land.
Break for them the habits they cannot
break, calm for them the worries they
cannot still, soothe for them the sor-
rows no human comfort can ease. May
they always remember that nothing
can separate them from Your great
love.

We pray in Your merciful Name.
Amen.

———
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Honorable JEFF BINGAMAN led
the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

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

——————

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore (Mr. INOUYE).

The assistant legislative clerk read
the following letter:

U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, December 5, 2011.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby
appoint the Honorable JEFF BINGAMAN, a
Senator from the State of New Mexico, to
perform the duties of the Chair.

DANIEL K. INOUYE,
President pro tempore.

Senate

Mr. BINGAMAN thereupon assumed
the chair as Acting President pro tem-
pore.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized.
———
SCHEDULE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, today fol-
lowing leader remarks, the Senate will
be in morning business until 4:30 p.m.
Following morning business, the Sen-
ate will be in executive session to con-
sider four U.S. District judges. At 5:30
p.m., there will be a rollcall vote on
confirmation of the Ramos nomina-
tion. We hope the rest of the nomina-
tions can be confirmed by voice vote.

———
PAYROLL TAX CUT

Mr. REID. Mr. President, last week,
my friend the Republican leader tried
to convince us that Republicans realize
it would be disastrous to raise taxes on
the middle class. Here on the Senate
floor, he quoted half a dozen news re-
ports as evidence that the Senate Re-
publicans support an extension of pay-
roll cuts for 160 million American
workers. I said at that time I was skep-
tical the Republicans support this tax
cut. It turns out I was right. Last
Thursday the Republicans shot down
the Democrats’ proposal to cut taxes

for middle-class Americans, supposedly
on the grounds it raised taxes on the
richest of the rich. But a few minutes
later the Republicans also shot down
their own proposal—one they had
placed on the Senate floor—to expand
the payroll tax cuts even though it was
paid for with their own hand-picked re-
ductions in government spending. Well,
they shot that down. They only got 19
votes plus the vote of the cosponsor.

Whatever my friend Senator McCON-
NELL may say, it is obvious that the
Republicans are not interested in pre-
venting a $1,000 tax increase on nearly
every family in the Nation from taking
effect on January 1. Democrats will not
relent on keeping taxes low for the
middle class.

Today Senator CASEY will unveil a
modified version of the proposed pay-
roll tax cut that he introduced last
week. Like our previous proposal, it
will cut back taxes for 160 million
American workers. That is 160 million
workers, including 1.2 million Nevad-
ans. This proposal will allow the aver-
age family to keep $1,500 to spend on
necessities next year. Like our pre-
vious proposal, it will be fully paid for
with a mixture of spending cuts that
Republicans have already agreed to and
a tiny surtax on the top .2 percent of
Americans. Every spending reduction
was agreed to by a bicameral group of
Republicans in the supercommittee, so
we know they support these cuts—or
they should support these cuts. In an
effort to make our proposal more pal-
pable to Republicans, we conceded sig-
nificantly to cut the tax on income
above $1 million and make it tem-
porary.

Democrats know how important ex-
tending and expanding the payroll tax
cut is to working families. It is also
important to our economy. Economists
of every political persuasion agree that
if Republicans block this proposal—
raising taxes on American families by

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.
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$1,000 next month—it will have an im-
mediate negative impact on our econ-
omy. It will halt our still fragile recov-
ery in its tracks and drag us back into
a recession.

We all know Congress cannot afford
to play chicken with the economy.
That is why Democrats are committed
to passing the tax cut. Republicans
need to be prepared to meet us part
way. We are offering a serious proposal
with meaningful concessions, including
spending cuts to which Republicans
have already agreed.

The scaled-back, temporary tax on
the very richest Americans—a group
with an average income of $3 million a
year—is also an attempt to get Repub-
licans onboard to pass what they say
they want to do. We know a few of
them said publicly that they are open
to asking millionaires and billionaires
to contribute to our economic recov-
ery. I was happy to see those press re-
ports. I hope we have the courage to
vote accordingly, as one Republican did
last Thursday. One Republican voted
the right way.

I repeat, this is a serious proposal
and the Republicans should take it se-
riously. Here is why: Americans, re-
gardless of political affiliation, say
they wholeheartedly support the
Democrats’ plan to cut taxes for mid-
dle-class families. Fifty-eight percent
of Republicans agree we should extend
payroll tax cuts for 160 million Amer-
ican workers. Further, Americans over-
whelmingly support our proposal to
have millionaires and billionaires pay
their fair share to help this country.
Americans from every corner of the
country agree. Democrats, Repub-
licans, and Independents agree. When
asked if they support a plan that would
require people making more than $1
million to contribute a little more to
ensure this country’s economic suc-
cess, the results were decisive: 75 per-
cent, or three-quarters of Americans,
said yes. Wealthy Americans agree.
Two-thirds of people making more than
$1 million said they would gladly con-
tribute more. A supermajority of Re-
publicans agrees, with two-thirds sup-
porting the idea. Even a majority of 52
percent of members of the tea party
agree. It seems the only place in the
country they cannot find a majority of
Republicans willing to speak up for
sacrifice are Republicans in the U.S.
Senate. Republicans across the country
support our plan and the way to pay for
it. Republicans in Congress dismiss it
at their peril. I repeat, Republicans dis-
miss this at their peril. The American
people are watching what my Repub-
lican colleagues will do.

Mr. President, will the Acting Presi-
dent pro tempore be so kind as to in-
troduce the business of the day.

———

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.
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MORNING BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will be in a period of morning
business until 4:30 p.m., with Senators
permitted to speak therein for up to 10
minutes each.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
BLUMENTHAL). Without objection, it is
so ordered.

————

JOINT STRIKE FIGHTER

Mr. McCAIN. Last week, AOL De-
fense published an interview with
VADM David J. Venlet, who heads up
the Lightning II Joint Strike Fighter
Program for the Department of De-
fense. In this interview, Admiral
Venlet candidly offered his concerns
about where the Joint Strike Fighter
Program stands today. His professional
judgment, while welcome in its forth-
rightness, is deeply troubling. His con-
cerns, which I share, are what bring me
to the floor this afternoon.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the RECORD a copy of Admi-
ral Venlet’s remarks as contained in
the AOL Defense article entitled
“JSF’s Build and Test Was ‘Miscalcula-
tion,” Adm. Venlet Says; Production
Must Slow.”

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From AOL Defense, Dec. 1, 2011]

JSF’S BUILD AND TEST WAS ‘MISCALCULA-
TION,” ADM. VENLET SAYS; PRODUCTION
MUST SLOW

(By Richard Whittle)

WASHINGTON.—Fatigue testing and analysis
are turning up so many potential cracks and
““hot spots” in the Joint Strike Fighter’s air-
frame that the production rate of the F-35
should be slowed further over the next few
years, the program’s head declared in an
interview.

“The analyzed hot spots that have arisen
in the last 12 months or so in the program
have surprised us at the amount of change
and at the cost,” Vice Adm. David Venlet
said in an interview at his office near the
Pentagon. ‘“Most of them are little ones, but
when you bundle them all up and package
them and look at where they are in the air-
plane and how hard they are to get at after
you buy the jet, the cost burden of that is
what sucks the wind out of your lungs. I be-
lieve it’s wise to sort of temper production
for a while here until we get some of these
heavy years of learning under our belt and
get that managed right. And then when
we’ve got most of that known and we’ve got
the management of the change activity bet-
ter in hand, then we will be in a better posi-
tion to ramp up production.”

Venlet also took aim at a fundamental as-
sumption of the JSF business model: con-
currency. The JSF program was originally
structured with a high rate of concurrency—

December 5, 2011

building production model aircraft while fin-
ishing ground and flight testing—that as-
sumed less change than is proving necessary.

“Fundamentally, that was a miscalcula-
tion,” Venlet said. "You’d like to take the
keys to your shiny new jet and give it to the
fleet with all the capability and all the serv-
ice life they want. What we’re doing is, we’re
taking the keys to the shiny new jet, giving
it to the fleet and saying, ‘Give me that jet
back in the first year. I've got to go take it
up to this depot for a couple of months and
tear into it and put in some structural mods,
because if I don’t, we’re not going to be able
to fly it more than a couple, three, four, five
years.” That’s what concurrency is doing to
us.” But he added: ‘I have the duty to navi-
gate this program through concurrency. I
don’t have the luxury to stand on the pulpit
and criticize and say how much I dislike it
and wish we didn’t have it. My duty is to
help us navigate through it.”

Lockheed Martin, prime contractor on the
Pentagon’s biggest program, has been push-
ing hard to increase the production rate, ar-
guing its production line is ready and it has
reduced problems on the line to speed things
up. Speeding up production, of course, would
boost economies of scale and help lower the
politically sensitive price per plane.

But slowing production would help reduce
the cost of replacing parts in jets that are
being built before testing is complete, Venlet
said. Although fatigue testing has barely
begun—along with ‘“‘refined analysis”’—it’s
already turned up enough parts that need to
be redesigned and replaced in jets already
built that the changes may add $3 million to
$56 million to each plane’s cost.

The price of the F-35, being built by Lock-
heed Martin Corp. in three variants, has
averaged roughly $111 million under the
most recent Low Rate Initial Production
(LRIP) Lot 4 contract.

The required changes to the aircraft aren’t
a matter of safety or of the F-35’s ability to
perform its missions, Venlet said. They’re
necessary, though, to make sure the plane’s
structural parts last the 8,000 hours of serv-
ice life required. Nor are the weaknesses sur-
prising in the world of fighter jets, he added.
The discoveries are ‘‘not a quote ‘problem
with the airplane,”” Venlet said. “It’s a
fighter made out of metal and composites.
You always find some hot spots and cracks
and you have to go make fixes. That’s nor-
mal. This airplane was maybe thought to be
a little bit better, wouldn’t have so much
discovery. Well, no. It’s more like standard
fighters.”

Venlet declined to say how much he thinks
production should be slowed. Earlier plans
called for the Pentagon to order 42 F-35s in
fiscal 2011, but that was cut to 35 and more
recently it was dropped to 30. Previous plans,
which Venlet’s comments and the unprece-
dented pressure to cut the defense budget
make clear will change, had been to ramp up
orders to 32 in fiscal 2012, 42 in fiscal 2013, 62
in fiscal 2014, 81 in fiscal 2015 and 108 in fiscal
2016 before jumping to more than 200 a year
after fundamental fatigue and flight testing
is done.

Officially the ‘“Lightning II,”” the F-35 is a
stealthy attack jet Lockheed is building
with major subcontractors Northrop Grum-
man Corp. and BAE Systems for the Air
Force, Navy, Marine Corps and II allied na-
tions. There is a conventional take off and
landing (CTOL) version, an aircraft carrier-
suitable (CV) model and a short takeoff/
vertical landing (STOVL) jump jet that hov-
ers and lands much like a helicopter. The
U.S. services alone are scheduled to buy 2,443
to replace a variety of older fighters, making
the $379 billion program the Pentagon’s larg-
est.

Venlet’s comments address a key issue in
negotiations between the government and
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Lockheed for the next contract, LRIP 5. The
government paid for design changes and ret-
rofits through the first four lots, but Pen-
tagon acquisition chief Frank Kendall issued
a memo in August requiring Lockheed to
bear a ‘‘reasonable’ share of such costs in
LRIP 5. Lockheed complained last month
that the government was refusing to reim-
burse it for parts the company was buying in
advance for LRIP 5 aircraft as the price and
terms of that next production contract are
negotiated.

“We negotiated the LRIP 4 contract with a
certain amount of resources considered to
pay for concurrent changes,” Venlet said.
“We were probably off on the low side by a
factor of four. Maybe five. And we’ve discov-
ered that in this calendar year, ’11, and it’s
basically sucked the wind out of our lungs
with the burden, the financial burden.”” On
top of that, he added, the cost of con-
currency changes figures to grow as more
testing is done—one reason it’s important to
slow production rather than testing.

““Slowing down the test program would be
probably the most damaging thing anybody
could do to the program,” Venlet said. ‘‘The
test program must proceed as fast as pos-
sible.”

Flight testing of the F-35, though going ex-
tremely well lately, is only 18 percent com-
plete, Venlet said. As of Nov. 29, 1,364 test
flights had been flown—896 of them in the
past 10 months, despite two stoppages of a
couple of weeks each to fix problems found
by flying. Under a new program baseline cre-
ated after the JSF project breached cost lim-
its under the Nunn-McCurdy law, about 7,700
hours of flight tests are planned. ‘‘That’s a
lot,” Venlet said, adding that number will
grow if more problems are found.

Fatigue testing has barely begun, Venlet
said. The CTOL variant’s fatigue testing is
about 20 percent complete; the CV variant
has not started yet. For the STOVL variant,
fatigue testing was halted at 6 percent last
year and has not resumed after a crack in a
large bulkhead in the wing was found, re-
quiring a major redesign of that part.

That bulkhead crack was one of five dis-
coveries in the F-35B that required engineer-
ing changes, one reason former Defense Sec-
retary Robert Gates placed it on ‘“‘probation’
last January and said the Marine’s plane
should be canceled if the problems weren’t
solved within two years. Venlet repeated ear-
lier statements that he was sure the changes
needed to take care of the problems are now
in place, though he wants to await final test-
ing of them this winter before saying it’s
time for the jump jet to come off of proba-
tion.

After discovering the bulkhead crack in
the B variant last year, Venlet explained,
“We said, ‘Well, where else do we need to
look?’ The fallout of that additional analysis
has revealed additional spots that (may fail
in) less than 8,000 hours of service life. We
call them ‘analyzed low-life hot spots.”” In
other words, he said, engineering analysis in-
dicates those spots ‘‘are going to crack’ well
before the parts in question have flown 8,000
hours.

“The question for me is not: ‘F-35 or
not?’”’ Venlet said. ‘“The question is, how
many and how fast? I'm not questioning the
ultimate inventory numbers, I'm questioning
the pace that we ramp up production for us
and the partners, and can we afford it?”’

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I will
briefly summarize the history of the
Joint Strike Fighter Program that has
taken us where we are today.

In a nutshell, the Joint Strike Fight-
er Program has been both a scandal
and a tragedy. The JSF Program has
been in the development phase for 10
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years. Over that time, it has been the
beneficiary of an estimated $56 billion
of taxpayer investment. Yet after so
much time and so great an investment
by the taxpayers, we still don’t have an
aircraft that provides the Air Force,
Navy, and Marine Corps with the com-
bat capability they need. In fact, flight
testing sufficient to demonstrate the
full mission systems and weapons de-
livery capability of F-35 aircraft has
not even started. At this point, this
most advanced phase of flight testing
won’t begin any sooner than 2015.

Developing and buying these aircraft
and building the facilities to support
them was originally supposed to cost
$233 billion. However, according to the
April 2011 Government Accountability
Office report on the Joint Strike Fight-
er, these costs are now estimated to be
closer to $383 billion. Let me repeat
that. The original cost was estimated
to be $233 billion. Now it is estimated
to be $383 billion. That is an increase of
some $150 billion of the taxpayers’
money. This increase in total develop-
ment and acquisition costs will only
get worse when the Department an-
nounces a new baseline cost estimate,
which resulted from a second restruc-
turing of the program over the last 2
years.

Overall, the schedule for the end of
the development phase and start of
full-rate production has slipped 5 years
since the current baseline was set in
2007, and it is now planned for 2018. I
want to point out that during this pe-
riod of time, the manufacturer, Lock-
heed Martin, has continued to make
record profits. In fact, they just an-
nounced their third-quarter profits to
be $700 million. Here is the manufac-
turer that was supposed to build an air-
craft that was going to cost $233 bil-
lion, and now it is estimated at close to
$383 billion—a $150 billion increase—
and it is well known now that there
will be significant cost increases to fol-
low in light of the production manager,
Admiral Venlet’s remarks.

In 2001, 10 years ago, the Department
of Defense told Congress that the Joint
Strike Fighter would cost about $69
million per aircraft. But according to
the GAO’s report from April, the cost
of each F-35 aircraft has now risen to
about $133 million per plane. Including
the cost of research, development, and
testing across the entire program, the
unit cost of each individual aircraft
goes up to $156 million. In inflation-ad-
justed dollars, that is about double the
original 2001 estimate. Unfortunately,
we know that the estimate will go up
substantially when the Pentagon re-
leases its latest projections, with the
costs of restructuring the program
factored in and a new cost baseline is
established for the program.

As if these costs of developing and
buying the aircraft were not high
enough, the Pentagon now estimates
that operating and sustaining these
new aircraft may cost as much as $1
trillion over their planned service life.
Thankfully, I think we have reason to
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believe this jaw-dropping number may
be artificially high and can be reduced.
But keep in mind that the rule of
thumb is that the cost of developing
and buying a major weapons system
tends to be about one-third of its total
cost; the other two-thirds is in oper-
ating and sustaining it. So with the de-
velopment and procurement costs of
the F-35 already approaching $400 bil-
lion, it would not be unreasonable to
expect sustainment costs of about $800
billion over the F-35’s lifespan. That
amounts to about a $1.2 trillion invest-
ment of taxpayer resources, which
makes the F-35 the most expensive
weapons program in history.

Over the nearly 10-year life, so far, of
the F-35 program, Congress has author-
ized and appropriated funds for 113 of
these weapons systems, but as of today
the program has delivered just 18 air-
craft, most of which are being used for
flight testing. The first production air-
craft intended for training just started
to be delivered this summer—3 years
late.

In July, the numbers came in on how
much these early production model jets
will cost compared to original esti-
mates. That was a shocking $1 billion
over the original estimate of about $7
billion. Under the cost-plus contracts
for these early production aircraft, tax-
payers will be on the hook for $771 mil-
lion to cover their share of this cost
overrun for these first 28 aircraft. Let
me repeat that taxpayers of America
are now on the hook for $771 million in
cost overruns to cover their share for
the first 28 aircraft, and Lockheed Mar-
tin will absorb the cost of $283 million.
Maybe that helps you understand why
Lockheed Martin, in the third quarter
of this year, has been able to announce
a profit of some $700 million. The cost
of the first 28 is a 15-percent cost over-
run when you total everybody’s share.
So for about $8.1 billion, we get 28 air-
craft at a cost per aircraft of about $289
million.

Just last week, we learned that the
costs associated with the fourth lot of
these early production aircraft may be
as high as 10 percent over that con-
tract’s $3.46 billion target cost. That is
a $350 million overrun, with only about
40 percent of the work completed to
date. That tells us that the costs of the
program have still not been contained
despite 2 years of very concentrated ef-
fort by the Pentagon to bring costs
under control, knowing the future of
the program hangs in the balance.

This brings us to where we are today
and the context of Admiral Venlet’s re-
marks. The Pentagon has recently
completed its analysis of how much the
next lot—the fifth lot—of early produc-
tion aircraft ‘‘should cost’ and is nego-
tiating with Lockheed Martin on who
will bear the cost of changes to the de-
sign and manufacturing of the aircraft
that could result from thousands of
hours of flight testing that lie ahead.
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It is at this exact moment that the
excessive overlap between the develop-
ment and production that was origi-
nally structured into the JSF Pro-
gram—called concurrency—is now
coming home to roost. It means that
you deliver aircraft to the owners—in
this case, the Air Force—and at the
same time continue testing. That is
something we warned against over and
over as not having worked, but it was
done in order to make an effort to have
some semblance of their schedule being
adhered to of delivery of aircraft.
Lockheed Martin doesn’t want to bear
the risk of new discoveries that may
require retrofit or redesign of the air-
craft.

Based on the in-depth studies the De-
partment has conducted to date, Admi-
ral Venlet told the publication AOL
Defense last week that the Joint
Strike Fighter Program needs to slow
down production and deliveries of the
aircraft. He explained that this was
necessary to open the aircraft and in-
stall fixes to numerous structural
cracks and ‘‘hot spots’” the program
has discovered in the plane in the last
year or so. He estimated that the work
needed to remedy these cracks could
add an additional $3 million to $5 mil-
lion per aircraft.

Bear in mind that this revelation
comes on top of the fact that the De-
partment has just reduced the latest F—
35 purchase—what will be lot five—by
five jets. Admiral Venlet concluded
that even as the Pentagon negotiates
with Lockheed Martin on lot five of the
aircraft under the terms of a fixed-
price contract, there is much ‘‘heavy
learning” that remains in the program.

Here is what Admiral Venlet said:

The analyzed hot spots that have arisen in
the last 12 months or so in the program have
surprised us at the amount of change and at
the cost. Most of them are little ones, but
when you bundle them all up and package
them and look at where they are in the air-
plane and how hard they are to get at after
you buy the jet, the cost burden of that is
what sucks the wind out of your lungs. I be-
lieve it’s wise to sort of temper production
for a while here until we get some of these
heavy years of learning under our belt and
get that managed right. And when we’ve got
most of that known and we’ve got the man-
agement of the change activity better in
hand, then we will be in a better position to
ramp up production.

Mr. President, 2001 was the year we
decided to build this aircraft. So here
we are 11 years later, and the manager
of the program says, ‘“‘And when we’ve
got most of that known and we’ve got
the management of the change activity
better in hand, then we will be in a bet-
ter position to ramp up production.” I
am not making this up. Admiral
Venlet, who overseas the JSF Program
for the Pentagon, is basically saying
that even after the program was re-
structured 2 years ago by Secretary
Gates to add $7.3 billion and 33 more
months to development, there is still
too much concurrency baked into this
program. In other words, the overlap
between development and production is
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still too great to assure taxpayers that
they will not have to continue paying
for costly redesigns or retrofits due to
discoveries made late in production. In
that context, ramping up production—
even under the program’s revised
schedule—would not be a move in the
right direction. I absolutely agree.

When the head of the most expensive,
highest profile weapons system pro-
gram in U.S. history effectively says:
Hold it, we need to slow down how
much we are buying, we should all pay
close attention.

What does this mean in terms of the
pending negotiations for the next pro-
duction lot? As I said a few days ago
during my opening remarks on Senate
consideration of the fiscal year 2012 Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act, I
strongly support the Department’s po-
sition. I think Admiral Venlet’s con-
cerns are completely consistent with
the view reflected in the Senate Armed
Services Committee’s markup of the
Defense authorization bill.

As we negotiate to buy more early
production jets at a time when most of
the developmental testing of the air-
craft is yet to be done, Lockheed Mar-
tin must be held increasingly account-
able for cost overruns that come as a
result of wringing out necessary
changes in the design and manufac-
turing process for this incredibly ex-
pensive weapons system. For this rea-
son, the Department must negotiate a
fixed-price contract for this next lot of
aircraft that requires Lockheed Martin
to assume fully any cost overruns. I ex-
pect that this contract negotiation will
reflect unit costs that are lower than
for the last lot purchased and that the
contract will ensure shared responsi-
bility for reasonable concurrency cost
increases.

Put simply, the deal we negotiate on
this next production lot must be at
least as good, if not better, than the
deal we negotiated under the previous
one; otherwise, I can only conclude
that we are moving in the wrong direc-
tion, and it will only be a matter of
time before the American people and
the Congress and our allies lose faith
with the F-35 program, which is al-
ready the most expensive weapons pro-
gram in history.

One thing is clear: The culprit is,
among other things, excessive con-
currency, which is overlap of trying to
develop an advance aircraft at the
same time as we buy production model
aircraft intended for training and oper-
ations. The danger of excessive con-
currency is the grand, enormously 