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public uncertainty during times of cri-
sis, and must not be tolerated.

This resolution calls on State and
Federal agencies to investigate allega-
tions of price gouging and to prosecute
to the fullest extent of the law any vio-
lations of the law. There has been no
disruption in our Nation’s fuel supply.
Production is up, stocks are full, and
distribution is operating at normal lev-
els. There is no reason, I repeat, there
is no reason to jack up prices. We will
get through this crisis intact, and
America will be stronger than ever.

Tuesday, September 11, was a day of
decision. International terrorists de-
cided to test America’s will, and Amer-
icans decided to defeat them once and
for all. This is not a time to let decep-
tive gasoline dealers double-deal the
American people.

Mr. Speaker, I hope that we can pass
this resolution by unanimous consent.

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, further
reserving the right to object, I yield to
my friend, the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. TAUZIN), the full committee
chairman.

Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend for yielding. Let me thank
the chairman of the Subcommittee on
Energy for the work on this bill. Most
particularly let me thank the ranking
member, the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. DINGELL), the staffs of our two
committees, and all of you for the
work you have done in bringing this
bill to the floor.

The bottom line is this resolution
condemns Americans taking advantage
of other Americans in the middle of a
crisis, when there is no need whatso-
ever to raise gasoline prices.

There is ample fuel out there for
every American. This resolution con-
demns such taking advantage for greed
purposes of other Americans in the
middle of this crisis and calls for the
Federal Trade Commission to com-
mence an immediate investigation and
for the prosecution under State law of
those who may have violated the law.

Like all the things we have done this
week in the middle of this crisis, this
resolution represents incredible bipar-
tisan effort. The drafting was done to-
gether, we bring it to the floor to-
gether, and we urge its immediate
adoption.

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, further
reserving the right to object, I yield to
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
KLECZKA).

Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, let me
thank the gentleman for yielding. Let
me also recognize the chairman of the
Committee on Energy and Commerce,
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr.
TAUZIN). I spoke to him numerous
times this week.

I have heard about this from Mem-
bers on the floor. The gentleman from
Alabama indicated that in his district
the gas prices went to over $5 a gallon.
The Midwest, Wisconsin and Mil-
waukee, has had problems throughout
these last couple of years. Basically, it
surrounds reformulated gas. We are
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trying to work with EPA and correct
some of that problem.

But then, lo and behold, we have the
worst tragedy to beset this Nation on
Tuesday; and operators in the city of
Milwaukee, like some other unsatisfac-
tory operators, have to raise the price
of gas dramatically.

This does not resolve the problem,
but I think it puts those types of char-
acters on notice that Congress is not
going to stand for it and the FTC
should not stand for it. And I have a
further caveat or addition to the reso-
lution, and that is, the consumers in
those areas should make note of those
stations and boycott them. You run a
couple of these buggers out of business
and the problem is going to resolve
itself.

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, con-
tinuing to reserve the right to object, I
yield further to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. BARTON).

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I hope we can pass this resolution by
unanimous consent.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.Res. 238.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, con-
tinuing my reservation of objection, I
want to thank my good friend from
Texas, the chairman of the sub-
committee, for his efforts on this bi-
partisan resolution. The vast majority
of the Nation’s oil producers, refiners,
distributors, and retailers reacted to
Tuesday’s horrendous events with the
same outrage and with the same atten-
tion to patriotic duty, as the rest of
the Nation did.

Unfortunately, a very small and
clearly contemptible minority, includ-
ing some in the Midwest, chose to ex-
ploit this tragedy for selfish end. This
resolution not only condemns these ac-
tions and urges justice be brought to
bear, but it isolates those gougers by
showing where the American people
and the industry stand on this matter.

Mr. Speaker, the minority fully con-
curs in the unanimous consent request
made by the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. BARTON.) I urge adoption of the
resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection.

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

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 238

Whereas the retail price of motor fuels re-
portedly rose by as much as 300 percent in
several locations in the United States during
the hours and days after the terrorist acts of
September 11, 2001;

Whereas reliable reports suggest that the
inventory of motor fuels in the United
States was adequate during that period;
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Whereas no significant disruptions in the
availability of motor fuels were reported as a
result of the terrorist acts of September 11,
2001;

Whereas several of the Nation’s oil compa-
nies pledged to hold their fuel prices steady
during the period immediately following the
terrorist acts;

Whereas the Organization of Petroleum
Exporting Countries (OPEC) has announced
that all of its member countries ‘‘remain
committed to continuing their policy of
strengthening market stability and ensuring
that sufficient supplies are available to sat-
isfy market needs’ and ‘‘are prepared to use
their spare capacity, if deemed necessary, to
achieve those goals’’;

Whereas some vendors of motor fuels in
the United States may have taken advantage
of the uncertainty created by the terrorist
acts of September 11, 2001, by knowingly
charging in excess of a reasonable price for
motor fuels, a practice commonly known as
“‘price gouging’’; and

Whereas price gouging is detrimental to
consumer confidence and the economy of the
United States, and was particularly detri-
mental during the hours and days after the
terrorist acts of September 11, 2001: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) condemns any price gouging with re-
spect to motor fuels during the hours and
days after the terrorist acts of September 11,
2001; and

(2) urges the appropriate Federal and State
agencies to investigate any incidents of price
gouging with respect to motor fuels during
the hours and days after the terrorist acts of
September 11, 2001, and to prosecute any vio-
lations of law discovered as a result of the
investigations.

The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

PRESERVING VIABILITY OF
UNITED STATES AIR TRANSPOR-
TATION SYSTEM

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure and the Committee on Ways
and Means be discharged from further
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2891) to
preserve the continued viability of the
United States air transportation sys-
tem, and ask for its immediate consid-
eration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

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

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, reserv-
ing the right to object, I yield to the
gentleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG),
the chairman of the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure for
a brief explanation of the pending leg-
islation.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank my good friend, the ranking
member on the committee, for yield-
ing.

Mr. Speaker, on September 11, 2001,
the FAA grounded every air carrier in
this country within a 2-hour period.
This is absolutely necessary for the
safety and protection of our country
and our people. Remember, September
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11, this tragic incident, but the avia-
tion industry immediately and coop-
eratively obeyed the order, without
any resistance or debate. As private in-
dustries, they put the welfare of the
American people above their own profit
and their own welfare.

Unfortunately, we are now facing a
serious crisis that may result in a se-
vere reduction in our air transpor-
tation system.
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We will be, in the very near future,
facing layoffs of the airline industry,
reductions in flights. And those in
Texas will not fly; may you walk and
may you die in the desert. There will
be reduced capacity and other signifi-
cant effects, because the air industry
in this Nation is one of the most im-
portant parts of our commercial fleet.

The ripple effect on our economy will
be enormous. We are an economy built
on the ability to move goods and peo-
ple at a reasonable cost. The purpose of
H.R. 2891 is to keep our U.S. air trans-
portation system alive and able to
serve its important functions for our
country, because we shut down the in-
dustry.

The bill will provide an immediate
ability to the President to provide
loans and other assistance to U.S. air
carriers, and also to compensate those
carriers who can document direct
losses because of the actions of our
government to protect our national se-
curity. This authority would only be
for 6 months. For 6 months, ride your
horses. It is to provide short-term as-
sistance. Any claim for losses has to be
documented and proven. The current
crisis requires this action be taken as
quickly as possible to preserve not only
the financial viability of the airlines,
but also to protect the general public
welfare.

May I suggest, those that may object
to this, understand one thing: rail,
road, ship and air. I am the chairman
of the Committee on Transportation,
and if my colleagues decide not to sup-
port this bill, then my colleagues suffer
the facts, because my colleagues will
not be able to fly. And I said, ride your
horses, paddle your canoes, and go
where you think you may go. But the
airline industry, and I am the chair-
man of this committee, is in serious,
serious trouble. Not because of today,
necessarily, not because of the past,
but because this tragedy was not their
doing. And to have someone object to
this means that they say no longer is
air transportation important. And let
me tell my colleagues, those that want
to fly, fly; but do not do it just with
wings from the airplanes, fly with
yourself. Try flapping your arms; you
are not going to get there. You are not
going to get there. And that includes
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
YOUNG).

My colleagues have to understand
what I am saying. That is not about
corporations, it is not about Social Se-
curity, it is not about the financial in-
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stitutions, it is about the economy of
this country. I studied this, and the
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. OBER-
STAR) studied it in his time.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, fur-
ther reserving the right to object. The
events of Tuesday, as the chairman has
already expressed, have thrown the air-
line industry, as the first line of target
of terrorism, into an absolute tailspin.
The industry has been shut down. It
has no revenue streaming in, it has
costs going out. It has to pay its pilots,
its flight attendants, its mechanics,
baggage handlers, and other personnel.
They are under contract to do so. They
have no revenue coming in. When air
travel does resume, two revenue
streams have already been denied the
airlines: mail and cargo aboard pas-
senger aircraft. Airlines are collec-
tively losing some $340 million to $400
million a day. They have already lost
over $1 billion, and over this weekend
will accumulate losses of up to $5 bil-
lion. The industry could be in complete
financial liquidation within a week or
two.

What we have proposed in this legis-
lation is an authorization from, listen
to the language, from funds made
available in subsequent acts. This is
not money coming out of the appro-
priation we approved earlier in the day.
It will have to be approved in subse-
quent acts, and as the chairman has al-
ready said, the airlines will have to
submit specific showing of losses to the
President of the United States, result-
ing from events that occurred on the
11th of September, and subsequently,
and will have to demonstrate that
their losses also resulted from the
ground stop on aviation service ordered
by the Secretary of Transportation.

The reach of this disaster is nation-
wide, and this is a $600 billion sector of
our national economy. It underpins all
the rest of the national economy. It
gives us the greatest mobility in the
world. Two-thirds of all the world’s air
travel occurs in the United States’ air-
space. Airlines today cannot get access
to the lines of credit that they have
lined up at financial institutions be-
cause the draw and the demand on
those financial institutions is so great
that they are reluctant to release the
dollars available to them in lines of
credit.

Secondly, financial institutions have
put all the airlines on credit watch.

Third, their insurance, their liability
insurance, has doubled overnight, and
they carry insurance against such trag-
edies.

Fourth, when the terrorists struck,
airlines had $35 billion in aircraft and
aircraft engine orders, positioned with
Boeing, Pratt & Whitney, and GE. They
are going to cancel those orders and
the effect is going to ripple throughout
the whole national economy, with lay-
offs from the East Coast to the West
Coast and from the north and to the
south.

What we are proposing to do tonight
is to get an authorization in place so
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that when financial markets open on
Monday, airline stocks do not tank and
airlines do not go under and they shut
down forever. That is what this is
about.

Yes, it is on short notice; no, we did
not go through the hearing process. We
did not have time. We consulted with
all that we could in the very short pe-
riod of time. We are facing an airline
crisis and the airlines need some rec-
ognition that Congress will act to pre-
vent a financial liquidation of the air-
line industry.

Mr. Speaker, further reserving the
right to object, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE).

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, I
say to my colleagues, please, because 1
know there is some question about ob-
jection. I am pleading with my col-
leagues, I am making a plea to my col-
leagues, one Member to another. Every
one of my colleagues know me here,
some longer than others. Every one of
us are colleagues here. Every one of us
understands that if another Member
asks something of someone, that some-
thing is fundamental to the very well-
being of their constituents. Please give
the benefit of the doubt.

That is what this is about tonight. I
realize, as both the chairman and as
the ranking member have made clear, 1
am sure there are a myriad of difficul-
ties associated with this proposition,
but there is good and sufficient time
subsequent to tonight to deal with all
of those. I am sure the chairman would
agree and that the ranking member
would agree.
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I am here to tell Members that the
State of Hawaii is at risk of bank-
ruptcy if there is not confidence in the
people of this country being able to fly.
I am not trying to deal with hyperbole,
I am not trying to deal in rhetorical
flights, I am saying the basic, funda-
mental, fiscal facts of life for my
State.

I am pleading with the gentleman.
Surely none of us are sufficiently filled
with wisdom to understand the rami-
fications of every nuance of this legis-
lation, but we have to have enough
confidence and trust in one another to
give ourselves the opportunity to come
to grips with these various problems,
including, Mr. Speaker, the most fun-
damental one.

What terrorists seek to do is not nec-
essarily to kill people. If that happens,
from their point of view, well and good.
But they seek to instill fear and dis-
cord and anxiety and loss of con-
fidence. That is what this is all about.
We cannot succumb to that or they
win.

There is not a person in here, Mr.
Speaker, since Tuesday, that has cast a
vote with which they were completely
at ease. I do not believe that a single
Member here has been completely at
ease, or maybe even mostly at ease
with every vote.
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But I plead with any Member who is
thinking of objecting tonight, please do
not do it. Please give us the oppor-
tunity to act as colleagues. Please do
not put at risk millions of jobs, not
tens of thousands, millions of jobs. Do
not forget that most of the foodstuffs
in this country travel by air. The ex-
ports from State to State, it is not just
road, it is in the air.

So we must not take a chance that
the legislation that has been crafted
and the money associated with it will
be dealt with anything other than in
circumstances in which the greatest
possible care will be taken when it
comes to the floor after conference.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Further reserving
the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from New York (Mr.
LAFALCE).

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding to me.

Yesterday I stood up within the
Democratic Caucus and I said, ‘It is
going to be necessary, in my judgment,
to come to the assistance of the airline
industry of the United States.” I said
that I believe that our financial insti-
tution and our regulators stand ready
to use all the powers that they have
under law to do that.

I was a bit dumbfounded today when,
in the caucus at approximately 4:30,
the Democratic Caucus, I found out for
the first time that we might be consid-
ering a bill that was intended or that
we consider a bill authorizing up to $15
billion, $12.5 billion in loans or loan
guarantees, and $2.5 billion for com-
pensation, grants for direct losses.

I expressed some concerns in our
Caucus about that, rather strong con-
cerns. I went back to my office, and I
discussed it with my staff. My staff
said, this is already being reported in
The Washington Post. It is a virtual
done deal.

I went to the Internet, to The Wash-
ington Post, and they ran a story at 4
o’clock and the story at 4 o’clock
quoted the gentleman from Minnesota
(Mr. OBERSTAR) as saying that we were
going to consider a bill tonight that
authorized up to $2 billion in loan guar-
antees and $2 billion in grants, a total
of $4 billion. So sometime between 4
o’clock and 4:30, the $4 billion went to
$15 billion. Now, I am not sure about
the accuracy of that story on the Inter-
net in The Washington Post, but that
is a big jump in half an hour.

I know I said yesterday we were
going to have to help the industry, but
I was a bit surprised at how this is
evolving. First of all, we know the Sen-
ate is not going to act at the earliest
until Thursday. I do not know if they
are going to go along with this.

Secondly, I saw the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. OXLEY) on the floor yester-
day. I said to him, ‘“We have to get to
the Senate. The House passed the De-
fense Production Act, which expires
September 30. We have to make sure
that the Senate passes the exact same
bill.”

Under the Defense Production Act,
the President already has the author-
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ity to do, in my judgment, what we are
doing in this bill. I suppose Members
could argue that, but we have always
interpreted it broadly. Okay. That
could be debated. I appreciate that.

But there is another issue. I have
been concerned about insurance. I have
been concerned with whether or not in-
surance policies which cover businesses
might be interpreted by insurance com-
panies not to cover acts of terrorism,
as called for, because there are excep-
tions, acts of war, and they might
argue.

So I talked with the superintendent
of insurance of New York, and he said
to his knowledge all the domestic in-
surers that he has talked to, and the
reinsurers, are being very forthcoming,
saying immediately, ‘“We are going to
pay for these acts of terrorism. We are
not even going to argue that there is a
possibility that there was an act of
war. We are paying for it.”

I suspect but do not know, and maybe
Members could educate me, that every
airline has property and casualty in-
surance for damage to the planes, and
reinsurance; and secondly, business
interruption insurance. But I do not
know this.

The point is, we need to look into
this. I do not know whether they do or
do not have full insurance for their
losses, or insurance for their business
interruption, but most businesses I
know do have adequate property and
casualty insurance and reinsurance,
and do, in fact, have business interrup-
tion insurance.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, I just want to make
the point that airlines do not have
business interruption insurance as a
regular course of business.

Mr. Speaker, further reserving the
right to object, I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. LAFALCE).

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
the gentleman, why not?

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, this is
the not the time to debate why not.

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, the last
point I want to make is we have to be
very careful when we pass loan guar-
antee legislation that we establish con-
ditionality. I mean banks establish
conditionality. The World Bank, the
IMF established conditionality. We es-
tablished conditionality with the
Chrysler loan guarantee bill. We got
some warrants for it, too. We made
money on it. We establish condition-
ality with New York City. If we are
going to do this, and if by some chance
this passes tonight, we ought not to
come back with a conference report
until all these questions are raised
under the strongest possible condi-
tions.

Having said that, I thank the gen-
tleman.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, fur-
ther reserving the right to object.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I appreciate
the gentleman’s comments.
Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr.

yield.

Speaker, I
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). The gentleman from Alaska
will suspend. The time is being con-
trolled right now by the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I
understand that.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Alaska will suspend. The
time is being controlled by the gen-
tleman from Minnesota. Will the gen-
tleman from Alaska let the gentleman
from Minnesota give him the floor.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, 1
thought he did that.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He has
not. The gentleman from Minnesota.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, 1
am amazed. You are a little slow.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I am
happy to yield to the Chairman.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Do not shake
your head, Mr. Speaker. I am also a
Member, just as you are.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Alaska will suspend. The
time is controlled by the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, fur-
ther reserving the right to object, I
yield to our chairman, the gentleman
from Alaska.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman, and out of re-
spect to the Speaker, he is not too
quick when it comes to picking up
when the gentleman yielded to me.

I would also say just one thing. What
bothers me most about this debate is
what we are thinking about is the time
frame. If we do not do something to-
night and the market opens up Mon-
day, I want everybody to think about
this, we are hoping and I am praying
because I have been through about four
of these and some of you have not,
being one of the seniors Members of
this House. When most of the American
people come back and, in fact, believe
in America and the faith of America
and will not drop the stock market. I
have watched this. Check the Gulf War.
Check World War II. Check the Korean
war and the Vietnam. I have been all
through them.

I believe the American people will, in
fact, stand up and say yes we are will-
ing to invest; but I will tell you what
will happen. We have airline industry
on the verge of collapse, and if we do
not lay down a mark in the sand and
say, yes, we are willing, because of ac-
tion of our government to back up
those airline industries to allow some
moneys, they will start going down and
every other stock will start following
it. Keep that in mind. Keep in mind
what I am saying here.

I may be wrong, I hope I am wrong,
but if you do not pass this tonight, and
Thursday when we have a crash, I hope
that those who object to this under-
stand what I am saying because you
have created it.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, and I respect the
gentleman’s heartfelt comments, I
yield under my reservation to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY).
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Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding, and let me say
I do not think anyone who is raising
questions tonight is trying to do any-
thing except meet our constitutional
responsibilities to know what we are
doing before we spend taxpayers’
money.

Now, the gentleman from Alaska is a
good friend of all of ours; and he has
conveyed to us a sense of urgency and
he has also conveyed the message that
somehow if we do not do what he
wants, do it on the basis of almost no
explanation and something bad hap-
pens, it is our fault.

I would suggest I would like to have
fewer threats and more information.
How about less rhetoric and more in-
formation. I would like to ask some
questions. I would like to ask some
questions if the gentleman would yield.
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We have had no hearings on this. We
have had no statement of position from
the administration. My staff was told
by some proponents of this proposition
that OMB was in fact recommending it.
When we called OMB, they indicated
that while they had a person in the
room, that person was there for obser-
vation purposes and as a resource only;
that they did not have a position.

Not a single person from the adminis-
tration has contacted, to my knowl-
edge, any member of the Committee on
Appropriations when we were in the
conference last night arranging the
dollars which the gentleman now is
seeking to spend, or at least was origi-
nally. I do not think a single person
from the industry talked to any of the
conferees last night to explain why this
needed to be turned into an appropria-
tion.

I do not have any answer to the ques-
tion of what authority the Federal Re-
serve has in this situation. I had been
given the impression today that the
Federal Reserve had some authority to
establish a fund to provide loan guar-
antees. I would like to know what au-
thority the Federal Reserve has. If
they have not exercised that authority,
I would like to know why people think
they have not exercised that authority.

These are all reasonable questions
that every Member, Republican or
Democrat alike, has the right to have
an answer to.

I would also like to note if it is being
proposed, why is it not being proposed
as a mandatory under those pay-go
rules rather than adding to our discre-
tionary spending? The supplemental
that we passed earlier today grew in 2
days’ time from $5 billion to $20 billion
to $40 billion, and now people want to
spend an additional $15.5 billion. That
is enough to give Topsy a bad name.

Now, we have laid out a lot of ques-
tions, and I have one very serious pro-
cedural question. The language in the
proposal the gentleman seeks to intro-
duce says, ‘‘Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, the President is au-
thorized from funds made available in
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subsequent acts to take the following
actions,” blah, blah, blah. Now, that
language, as it stands, is reasonable.
But what happens if we allow this to
come to the floor? What happens if the
Senate, when they come back into ses-
sion, takes this bill, strikes that lan-
guage and allows my colleagues to take
all of the money out of the funds that
were just appropriated for the purposes
which we appropriated before on the
floor earlier?

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, I will assure the
gentleman that the language that is in
the bill will come back from con-
ference, or we cannot come back to
this body.

Mr. OBEY. If the gentleman will con-
tinue to yield, do we have the assur-
ance of all of the bill managers that if
the Senate in fact deletes this language
that this legislation will not be
brought to the floor?

Mr. OBERSTAR. I have consulted
with the Chair of the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure,
which has jurisdiction over this mat-
ter, in deference to my colleague from
New York, that we are bringing a prop-
osition to the House floor in full faith,
with this language, and we could not
come back here without that language.

Mr. OBEY. Does the House leadership
provide that same commitment?

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. OBERSTAR. Further reserving
my right to object, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Alaska.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, 1
am hoping the House leadership will
follow the lead of the Chair of the com-
mittee and the ranking member. We
work very closely, and I am confident
that they will.

If they do not, it is not going to come
back.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Further reserving
my right to object, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY).

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I think if
this is to be considered tonight, and I
think, obviously, there are other Mem-
bers with other concerns, and I still
have not heard an answer to the Fed-
eral Reserve question, which I think
the gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. SPRATT) may have some informa-
tion on, but I think it would be very
important, and I would like to hear
what the gentleman from Florida says
on this matter; but I think it would be
very important to have understandings
across the board, including from the
leadership, that if that were to occur in
the Senate, this vehicle would not be
brought back to the House and that we
would start anew with new legislation.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Reclaiming my
time, Mr. Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman for his observations, and we
will attempt to get the resolution to
the question about the Federal Re-
serve; but I do not know of a situation
where the Federal Reserve comes in to
provide the help as the gentleman has
suggested.
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Mr. OBEY. Would the gentleman
from Minnesota consider yielding to
the gentleman from South Carolina to
answer the question about the Federal
Reserve?

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield to the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPRATT).

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, the Fed-
eral Reserve used to have a regulation
called Regulation V, for V loans. It
dated back to the war but was carried
over from the war and renewed each
year in the Defense Production Act.

The last entity that I know which
qualified for a Reg V loan was the Penn
Central. They were to have obtained a
$400 million V loan in the early 1970s,
until the Reagan administration re-
versed course and decided against it on
the day of closing. I know, because I
was working in the Pentagon then. I
was tangentially involved with it.

I do not know whether the V loan au-
thority is still on the books, but it ap-
plied to transportation nexuses. Where
significant transportation nexuses in
this country were at risk, it is my
recollection it was applicable to those
circumstances.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for that clarifica-
tion, and I thank the gentleman from
Wisconsin.

Further reserving the right to object,
I yield to the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. SHADEGG).

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding to me.

I would address my colleagues and
point out that this has been an extraor-
dinary week. It has been a week in
which we have come together. It has
been a week when we have stood
united, not Republican and Democrat
but American. It has been a week in
which the debate on this floor has been
characterized by immense unity, where
we have worked together. I do not want
the debate tonight to change that tone.

This is an extraordinary situation. I
understand the reservations and the
concerns of everybody on each side. I
understand the passion of the chairman
of the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure. I understand the
concerns of others on the other side. I
would simply argue that we stop and
reflect. We are being asked tonight to
do something extraordinary, but these
are extraordinary times.

I would say that those who have ex-
pressed concerns, fiscal concerns, ap-
propriators such as the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY), who is the rank-
ing member of that committee, has le-
gitimate concerns here and they ought
to be considered. But, again, I would
argue these are extraordinary times.

The markets will open Monday morn-
ing. The signals we send on this floor
are vitally important. It seems to me it
is clear nothing will become law as a
result of what we do tonight. We must
await the action of the Senate. But we
can send a signal tonight on this piece
of legislation, like the signal we sent
on the very last piece of legislation. We
can send a signal that says the United
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States Congress understands that the
airline industry has been massively
damaged by what has happened in the
last week and that colleagues like the
gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE) are suffering dire con-
sequences as a result of that.

I would like to just draw a quick
analogy. As we watched in horror on
Tuesday when the World Trade Center
collapsed, that collapse, if you talk to
an engineer, was because one floor col-
lapsed on the other and that floor was
not designed to carry the weight of
two. So those two collapsed on a third.
And when those two collapsed on the
third, that floor was not designed to
carry the weight of three, and on and
on and on. So we saw the collapse
straight down to the ground of the en-
tire building.

Our enemies did not seek just to de-
stroy the World Trade Center or the
Pentagon; they seek to destroy our
economy, and we had better be sure
that we do not let them do that. Their
goal is not merely, as the gentleman
from Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE) said,
to kill individuals; it is to instill terror
and fear and to cause us to freeze as a
Nation. We must get our airlines back
in the air; we must as individuals get
back on those airlines. We must fly on
them. Our sports games must resume.
Our economy must resume in full force.
And this is one minor step we could
take.

I understand that there have been as-
surances from the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure that
they will abide by the negotiated lan-
guage tonight. I hope that the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG), the
chairman of the Committee on Appro-
priations, is going to express his view
that that language is critical and they
must agree to live with that language
in the conference committee.

But if they do, I would hope that
those who have a desire to object to-
night, and who are thinking about ob-
jecting as a result of the fact that this
is happening in extraordinary proce-
dure, would consider the extraordinary
times that we are in.
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Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, let me
yield under my reservation further to
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
OBEY), then the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. KANJORSKI), and then the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG).

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, two addi-
tional questions I would like to have
answered. What is the position of the
administration? Are they recom-
mending this or are they not? Sec-
ondly, what is the budget scoring asso-
ciated with this proposal? My under-
standing is that when we were consid-
ering loan guarantees for Amtrak, that
scoring for loan guarantees was 100 per-
cent. If that is the case, in this in-
stance we are looking at a $15% billion
package here.
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Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. OBERSTAR. Does the gentleman
from Wisconsin have a further ques-
tion?

Mr. OBEY. Those are the two.

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield to the chair-
man, the gentleman from Alaska for a
response.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I thank the
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. OBER-
STAR). The administration was in the
meeting. They have no objection to
this legislation. That has been made
clear to me. They were very cognizant
of the problem we have facing us today.

Mr. OBEY. Are they willing to ask
for it so we know they have run the
trap lines and think this is fiscally
sound?

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Unfortu-
nately, the trap lines today are a little
bit fogged and a little bit cluttered
with other things in our minds, but my
information as they were sitting in our
meeting with members of the leader-
ship, the White House was there, and
they had no objection at the time, and
they in fact said we believe this is a go.

Mr. OBEY. That is contrary to the
information from my staff.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I do not have
a letter in my hand right now. We
started this at 4 o’clock this afternoon.

Mr. DOGGETT. That is the whole
problem. You started at 4 o’clock.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). The gentleman from Texas
(Mr. DOGGETT) will suspend. The time
is being controlled by the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR).

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield further to
the chairman.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, 1
want to say for those who are out of
order, and they are out of order, this
has been going on for 3 days. Do not
tell me 4 o’clock in the afternoon. The
ranking member and I have been work-
ing. We have tried to figure it out. We
know the danger. We know what is
going to happen. So do not anybody
stand in the audience and blurt out
like somebody at a circus and say in
fact it started at 4 o’clock this after-
noon.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Further reserving
the right to object, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. KAN-
JORSKI).

Mr. KANJORSKI. Mr. Speaker, 1
have a great deal of respect for the
chairman and ranking member. I think
we are in a contest here that can be
easily resolved. What we are trying to
do is send a message to the stock mar-
ket on Monday. I think that is a rea-
sonable thing to do.

Why do we not pass tonight a sense of
the House resolution that this Con-
gress intends to establish an emer-
gency finance administration to take
care of not only the airline industry,
but potentially the insurance industry,
the banking industry, or any part of
our industry that may suffer as a re-
sult of the disaster of September 11.
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That will take care of the message.
That will give us the 4 days between
now and Wednesday when we return to
have sufficient consultation to see
whether or not this is sufficient,
whether it should be enlarged or
whether it should encompass other
companies, other industries and other
problems. It should not be done at the
12th hour, when we are about to recess,
when we all know the Senate has al-
ready recessed until next Wednesday.
Nothing can be done.

In reality we are trying to send a
message to the American people and to
the American markets. We can accom-
plish that by a House resolution ex-
pressing the intent of Congress to re-
spond. But it is a fair objection to any
Member of this House not knowing
what the particularities and the effects
and consequences of this piece of legis-
lation will have because we have not
had the opportunity to study it. By
Wednesday we can stay in town and
craft a piece of legislation that will
cover all those contingencies and send
a broader message to the American
people and the American markets that
the Congress of the United States and
the American government is going to
see that the economy of the United
States survives.

Mr. OBERSTAR. 1 appreciate the
suggestion of the gentleman, but I re-
spectfully observe that the airlines
cannot take a resolution of Congress to
the bank.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. GREEN).

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank my colleague for yielding.

I know the concern for my colleagues
about the lack of the language and the
concern that we have not had the time
to look at this, but also know the devil
is what is going to happen between now
and next Thursday when we come back
in. It is not just Hawaii. It is not just
Chicago. It is every major city in the
country. The airlines cannot do this,
cannot sustain this. That is what con-
cerns me.

If we are willing to stand here and
say I am going to object because it was
not brought up to me because of my
committee, then I would hope that be-
tween now and next Thursday when we
see the layoffs and we see what hap-
pens, because no business can continue
to pay people when you are only run-
ning 25 to 30 percent of your load, I do
not care what kind of business you are
in. So that is what worries me. This
Congress has to be flexible enough in
these emergency times to be able to
make sure that we have the safety net
for our infrastructure, and our airlines
are an important part of the infra-
structure. Thank you for allowing me
to speak.

Mr. OBERSTAR. I thank the gen-
tleman. I would be happy to yield to
the chairman who sought recognition
earlier.

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Alaska?

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
reserving the right to object, I do so
because I have some questions that I
would like to have answered by my
friend and colleague from Alaska.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. YOUNG.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. That is the
reason why I am down here rather than
beside him. I do not want there to be
any confusion which one is which.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Good or bad.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. My friend
from Alaska and the chairman of the
authorizing committee made the point
that this is not an appropriations issue.
I disagree with that. This is an appro-
priations issue. In fact, the first lan-
guage I saw, which was about 7:30 to-
night, would have taken this $15 billion
from this supplemental emergency that
we passed today to help recovery in
New York and in Pennsylvania and in
Virginia. I did not like that because we
struggled to get that bill in the condi-
tion that we could all accept and vote
for, which we all did. So I suggested
some different language, and I believe
that this new resolution or this new
bill includes the language that I sug-
gested, which was that any money
coming from this bill would be subject
to a subsequent appropriations bill. Am
I correct?

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG).

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker,
the gentleman is correct. You pre-
vailed.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Good. Now
what I want to make sure is that be-
cause we do not have any information,
as the gentleman from New York (Mr.
LAFALCE) pointed out, as we had in the
Chrysler loan guarantees or the New
York loan guarantees, we do not have
any information like that. So we do
not know where we are. We quickly be-
lieve that this is going to cost about
$15 billion. We used to have a little bit
of information before we commit our-
selves to $15 billion.

So what I am asking for, and I be-
lieve the gentleman from Wisconsin
(Mr. OBEY) asked a similar question, I
want a commitment from my friend,
the gentleman from Alaska (Mr.
YoUuNG) and my friend, the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) that
the language, if you ever come back
from conference, that that language
will be protected to guarantee that
none of this money will come out of
the supplemental that we passed today
for the recovery from the terrible ter-
rorist activities.

Mr. Speaker, I want a commitment
on the gentleman’s part, and we will
not object if we can get that commit-
ment, that the gentleman will not
present a conference report here that
will allow that money to come from
the supplemental; that it would not, in
fact, be subject to a subsequent appro-
priations action.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?
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Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I yield to the
gentleman from Alaska.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker,
it is my intention, as I explained to the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY),
that is exactly what we are trying to
do.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
the gentleman says ‘‘trying to do.” I
want a commitment. The gentleman
from Alaska will have control over this
conference.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I
am sure the gentleman from Florida
will be involved with it. I am sure the
gentleman will be sitting beside me.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I doubt that the gentleman from Alas-
ka (Mr. YOUNG) would suggest that I be
appointed as a conferee of his con-
ference.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. If the gen-
tleman would continue to yield, I am
trying to say that we will do every-
thing we can to protect the request of
the gentleman from Florida. I cannot
predict what the Senate is going to do.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Reclaiming
my time, I understand that. I have
been to conference many times with
the Senate, but the gentleman from
Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) can commit what
he will do; and the gentleman from
Alaska, as chairman, will control that
conference, and the gentleman does not
have to sign a conference report unless
it is what he wants it to be.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I yield to the
gentleman from Alaska.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker,
by the time we go to conference, if our
airlines are not flying, it does not
mean anything. By the time we go to
conference, we will know whether this
system works. That is what I am sug-
gesting. This is an emergency. My
friends, this is not every day.

Mr. Speaker, I have followed this in-
dustry from the bottom of my heart for
more than 10 years, and we are in seri-
ous trouble. If my colleagues do not
understand where we are today, we
have serious problems. I will commit as
the chairman, if they are viable, every-
thing is working well, then we have a
commitment to make sure that they
achieve the goals of having the com-
merce capability.
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I am not trying to take money out of
an appropriation. I never have.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I take back
my time. The gentleman raised a sore
point here. On TEA-21 and AIR-21, you
took discretionary money and you put
it into mandatory accounts and you
created a problem for our Members who
wanted programs in our transportation
bill. You took that money into those
programs, you reduced the amount of
discretionary money available, and
then in the few dollars we had left
when the gentleman from Kentucky
(Mr. ROGERS) brought a transportation
appropriations bill on the floor here
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this year with some Members’ projects
in it, you sat right there and you, by a
point of order, struck all of those
projects. Do not tell me what you have
done to appropriations bills.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to my friend, the
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. ROG-
ERS), who is chairman of the Sub-
committee on Transportation of the
Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding.

Let me ask the gentleman a ques-
tion, or anyone here. Is there anything
that would prevent the transportation
authorization committee recom-
mending to the floor and the floor pass-
ing this amount of money as a manda-
tory account immediately? Is there
anything wrong with doing that? Why
can we not do that?

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I made that
suggestion several times today and was
rejected several times today.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I wonder,
if the gentleman will yield further, if
the chairman of the authorizing com-
mittee would agree. Let us just pass
the bill out of mandatory accounts,
doing exactly what you are talking
about.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I yield to the
gentleman from California, the very
distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

My understanding is that there was a
language change in which the language
in the bill in front of us says, ‘“‘Not-
withstanding any other provision of
law, the President is authorized from
funds made available in subsequent
acts,” which would protect the gen-
tleman in terms of his concerns about
the act passed today. I believe the gen-
tleman’s concern is that it may go over
to the Senate and that language may
not remain. It seems to me the appro-
priate commitment, if the chairman of
transportation is willing to make it is,
that this is the language that they
commit to and that if it comes back
differently, then they will not push it.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. And I agree.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I would say to
the gentleman, I support that lan-
guage. I offered that language today
during a compromise session, and I
agree with that language. I just want
to make sure that is the language we
will vote on when it comes back from
conference. That is all I am trying to
get.

Mr. THOMAS. If the gentleman will
yield further, and if the commitment
from the chairman of the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure
is that he will not support the bill if
that language is not in the bill coming
back from conference, if he agrees to
that, is that a comfort level?

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I agree with
that. I have been saying that for the
last 15 minutes.
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Mr. YOUNG of Florida. For the last
15 minutes the gentleman has said ‘‘if
this’’ and ‘‘if that” and ‘“‘maybe.”

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. He clarified
it.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Wait just a
minute. Coming back from conference
and opposing a bill is one thing, but re-
fusing to close the conference unless
you like the language, that is some-
thing else. And you, as chairman, will
control that.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. If the gen-
tleman will yield further, I did not
hear an answer to my earlier question.
Why can we not just pass a bill on the
floor getting these moneys out of the
mandatory accounts? Nobody would
object to that. I would like an answer.
Maybe there is an answer to this. Why
not pass a mandatory account sub-
sidization as we have been discussing?

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. If the gen-
tleman will yield, without getting my-
self in trouble, I have agreed to your
language.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. But they have
already given me an answer to that
several times. They are not going to do
it, but they could.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I gave you an
answer. I agree with your language. We
support your language. We talked
about this today. The gentleman from
Florida knows me. I have never backed
out on my word. I may take your
money, but I will do it up front. I am
not going to take it behind you.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. You did not
take it behind me, but you sure took
it.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. You bet I did,
and I will do it again. But I am going
to suggest one thing on this thing.
What he suggested, that means a new
piece of legislation. I go back to what
I have said again and again. I will say
it again. We are looking at a time
frame. I will admit, the Senate is not
going to act, but that stock market
opens Monday. If we do not have an as-
surance that these airlines are going to
be taken care of in the sense they lost
because we tell them they had to sit
down, they are going down and the
stock market will go down with them.

Let us talk about legislation later
on, but let us think about tonight. Let
us not think about 3 weeks down there,
4 weeks down there, but tonight and
Monday. After Monday, we have got
Tuesday, Wednesday and Thursday,
and the Senate goes back in. If they do
not want to do this, fine. But let us
give them some line that the House of
the people is backing it up and not
going to let these airlines go down.
And they will go down if we do not do
this.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I got as much
of an answer as I am going to get.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I yield to the
gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding. My problem
with this is that every time we ask a
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question about what, we get an answer
about why. We understand why the
gentleman thinks it is necessary to
proceed. What we are trying to do is
work with him honestly and earnestly
in order to find out what the best way
is to proceed.

Now, the gentleman from Kentucky
asked a question. He deserves to have
an answer.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. And I told
him if you want a new piece of legisla-
tion, go for it. But you cannot do it to-
night. And we are going to recess to-
night.

Mr. OBEY. With all due respect, if
the gentleman will yield further, we
still have not heard an answer to the
gentleman from Kentucky’s question.
It does not mean that we have to go
that way, but we would like to know
why that option was rejected when he
has proposed it and the gentleman
from Florida has proposed it.

I have two other questions I would
like to get out here because we are try-
ing to work this out. We are not trying
to block this. We are trying work it
out, but we need some cooperation
from the people who say they want
this.

Other questions I have, I still do not
know what the position of the adminis-
tration is, and I need to know from
them. I would ask the gentleman from
Missouri or anyone else who might
know. We are being asked to spend
what could be up to $15.5 billion. Good-
bye, Social Security.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Cut that out.

Mr. OBEY. That may be perfectly
reasonable because this country cannot
operate without a functioning airline
system. We understand that. But we
want to know whether or not the ad-
ministration is in support of this or
not. Secondly, I want a clear response
that if the language that the gen-
tleman from Florida is referring to is
not retained in conference, that that
conference will not be brought back to
this House floor, period. We need an-
swers to those two questions.

And then there is a very troubling
provision which has yet to be explained
in this bill. On page 5, line 2, it refers
to suspension, delay or modification of
any quarterly payment or other Fed-
eral financial obligations to the United
States by the air carriers. Does that
mean that they are delaying payroll
taxes? What taxes to the U.S. govern-
ment are they delaying? We are sup-
posed to be defending taxpayers’
money. We have to have answers about
what this means for taxpayers’ money.
I have not decided what I am going to
do yet. But I would like some answers
before we have to decide.
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Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I thank the Speaker for the courtesies
this evening. I support the language we
are talking about. I hope we can keep
it.

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). Is there further objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Alaska?

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, reserv-
ing the right to object, I think it was
only a week ago, well, maybe not a
week ago at this time, at 12:20 in the
morning, but about a week ago that in-
dividuals in this House of both parties
expressed their concern about our
budget, our financial situation, about
whether or not it would be necessary
with the budgetary pressures that we
have to reach into those monies that
are payroll taxes, that businesses and
individuals have paid in for their So-
cial Security, and use that for other
purposes.

In the tragic week that has tran-
spired since that time, the world has
been turned upside down for families in
New York, in Washington, across the
country. Certainly our situation with
regard to the budget has been turned
upside down as well. But it is not one
that has made our situation better. It
has made the pressures on our budget
worse.

Last night this House, with no expla-
nation as to the specific purposes for
which the monies would be spent, voted
to approve the expenditure of $40 bil-
lion out of what are basically Social
Security monies. That number went up
from $20 billion in the morning to $40
billion at night.

Perhaps there were those that were
watching the success of the growth of
those funds, because now, tonight, be-
fore all the bodies are removed, before
the dust has settled, before perhaps all
the fires are extinguished, there are
those that are lining up here at the
Capitol door, at the public treasury,
asking that they receive some public
subsidy, right out of the Social Secu-
rity fund. Perhaps that subsidy is well
justified. I may vote for it myself be-
cause it is so compelling. But if it is so
compelling, it will be as compelling in
the bright light of day as it is with in-
sults and threats at midnight.

I feel that the taxpayers of this coun-
try are owed a better explanation than
to hear about a bill at 4, with promises
and and’s, if’s, or’s and but’s, that is
going to take perhaps not just $2.5 bil-
lion, but perhaps $15 billion out of that
Social Security money, that they are
entitled to know a little more about it.

If it is so desperate and if it is so es-
sential that this be accomplished be-
fore Monday, then I suggest we stay
and work on it. I am prepared to do
that. I suggest that we stay and have a
hearing. If the gentleman has so much
wisdom and insight on this, I suggest
he convey it to us in the course of an
ordinary hearing.

I have been asked tonight what it is
that I want. I do not want anything
special. I simply want the same consid-
eration I would want for any expendi-
ture of $15 billion out of the Social Se-
curity monies, and that is a fair chance
to ask some questions about it, to see
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it deliberated, to get a little investiga-
tion to question whether there is busi-
ness interruption insurance, to ques-
tion whether or not there are other re-
sources, to question those who say if
we do not get all this approved by Mon-
day, people would be laid off. What
guarantee is there that they will still
be hired on Monday if it is approved?
To ask if it is so very, very important
that we act here after the midnight
hour, why the President of the United
States has not found it sufficiently im-
portant to call for it in some kind of
proclamation.

So, for all of those reasons, I object
to doing this tonight. I certainly would
have no objection to the kind of resolu-
tion the gentleman from Pennsylvania
has talked about, or some other way of
expressing our concern about this; but
I object to this bill coming up, if it has
even been filed. I suppose in the last
few minutes it has.

I object to it coming up in this fash-
ion, in this manner. It sends a signal to
others who will stand at the door of the
Treasury and ask for their subsidy.

Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-
tion is heard.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I have a
parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state it.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, did the
gentleman from Texas misspeak? Did
he in fact ask to continue to reserve?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-
tion was heard from the gentleman
from Texas.

————

CONDEMNING BIGOTRY AND VIO-
LENCE AGAINST ARAB-AMERI-
CANS, AMERICAN MUSLIMS, AND
AMERICANS FROM SOUTH ASIA

Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on
the Judiciary be discharged from fur-
ther consideration of the concurrent
resolution (H. Con. Res 227) con-
demning bigotry and violence against
Arab-Americans, American Muslims,
and Americans from South Asia in the
wake of terrorist attacks in New York
City, New York, and Washington, D.C.,
on September 11, 2001, and ask for its
immediate consideration in the House.

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

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

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, first of all, I would
like to thank the gentleman from
Pennsylvania and the leadership of this
House for bringing this resolution up.
Particularly, I would like to thank the
Speaker; the majority leader, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. ARMEY); the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. DAVIS),
who has been so active; the gentleman
from California (Mr. DREIER); and oth-
ers. We appreciate the opportunity to
have this resolution come before us
this evening.
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Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to ob-
ject to this, but I think there are Mem-
bers who would like to speak on this
important resolution.

I will yield to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GEKAS) and then to
the distinguished majority leader.

Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is cor-
rect, this is a resolution which has
been approved by everyone in sight and
is very apropos at this moment in our
Nation’s history, considering the
events of this past week.

The only comment I want to make
before the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
ARMEY) will be elucidating on the sub-
ject is that we do not want to repeat as
a Nation the insidious events that took
place after Pearl Harbor with respect
to the treatment of Japanese-American
citizens, who had to suffer the indig-
nities which are so well chronicled and
which were so noted by this Congress
in recent years.

So when we talk about treating
Arab-Americans in the light of what
happened this past week in similar
ways, this resolution goes to the heart
of that series of events.

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, con-
tinuing my reservation, I yield to the
distinguished majority leader, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. ARMEY).

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, let me
begin by thanking the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. BONIOR) for drafting this
legislation and thank the gentleman
even more for calling it to my atten-
tion and inviting me to be part of this
discussion.

Mr. Speaker, this is a serious matter.
This goes to the heart of what we have
been talking about for the last few
days.

This Nation was attacked by crimi-
nal terrorists, barbarians. For what
reasons, we do not know. Of course, we
have asked ourselves why, and we have
been offered a lot of reasons.

We are hurt, we are angry, we are
disappointed. We intend to set this
thing right. But we do not set it right,
Mr. Speaker, if we paint the whole
world with one brush.

These were people with hatred in
their hearts. They are not all the peo-
ple of a race, a religion or a creed. In-
deed, most of the people in this coun-
try that are Arab-Americans, most of
the people in this world who are Arabs,
most of the American Muslims, most of
the people in the world who are Mus-
lims, most of the people in the world
who are South Asians, are as shocked
and horrified as we are.

These were criminals. These were
thugs. I do not know their agenda, but
it is wrong for us to spread the blame
for that kind of behavior to any person
other than those who are responsible.
As a good decent Nation, we will hold
those who are accountable, who are re-
sponsible for transgressing against the
rules of human dignity accountable;
and that same good decent Nation that
holds them accountable with all the
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rigor of their law and force and might
should use all the rigor of their law and
force and might to speak up for and
protect the innocent.
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That is what America is about.

Mr. Speaker, I would ask that this
body pass this resolution, and I would
say to my Nation that I love so much,
vindicate our heroes, those that have
come before us and those that we now
fear we will have to put on the fields of
danger, by having the ability to under-
stand that all the world’s people, each
and every separate person in this
world, is God’s child that deserves our
respect and our decent care and love
and affection, only when they dem-
onstrate that they do not hold any ani-
mus.

Finally, two thoughts from our scrip-
ture. We are admonished no matter
how bad things are, no matter how
angry we are, do not sin in your anger,
Mr. and Mrs. America. Do not diminish
yourself. Secondly, even for those who
are criminal perpetrators, we are told
to love the sinner, but hate the sin.

Let us try to rise to an occasion, an
occasion where we can demonstrate in
our common ordinary business where
we treat one another on the street, in
their homes, in their places of religious
observation, wherever we find them, ir-
respective of creed or national origin,
that we treat everybody the same, with
equal respect and decent treatment.
Then, we as a Nation of people might
be worthy of all that has been sac-
rificed by our national heroes.

Again, I thank the gentleman for
bringing this to my attention. I know
s0o many good Americans who happen
to be Arab Americans, South Asian
Americans, American Muslim commu-
nities, and they are hurt and they are
injured and they are angry, and they
too cry out with their heart, why this
pain and why this harm should be
brought to this great Nation. Let us let
it end with us setting the better exam-
ple.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman.

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the leader for his eloquent statement.

Under my reservation, I yield to the
distinguished gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. ToMm DAVIS), who has played a very
important role in making this happen.

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I want to commend the gen-
tleman from Michigan for his leader-
ship on this issue.

Just in the last few days, in my dis-
trict in Northern Virginia, anti-Arabic
graffiti was written at a local high
school. We have had an Islamic book-
store that has been vandalized.

The vast majority of American Mus-
lims and Arabs are as appalled at these
acts of terrorism as the rest of us.
Many of these Muslim and Arab Ameri-
cans and Sikhs came to escape this
type of terrorism in their own coun-
tries, and it has come here now. But
they have come here, as most of our
forbears, for the freedom and the op-
portunity offered in America. We can-
not afford to let the terrorists divide
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