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there are at least 4.6 billion people on
the planet with a lower standard of liv-
ing than the citizens in Mexico, at
least 4.6 billion. Are we going to open
our gates up at our ports of entry and
bring the people in, any willing trav-
eler, might be the way the President
would phrase it? And the answer to
that should be no.

We can have compassion in a lot of
ways, and one of them is to promote
the American way of life around the
globe. Be proud of who we are, be proud
of our culture, be proud of our civiliza-
tion, be proud of our history, be proud
of the sacrifice of our Fore Fathers, be
proud of the sacrifice of our current
generation that’s so proudly defended
us around the world in the last 5 years.

But we needed to preserve our des-
tiny. We need to reject amnesty, Mr.
Speaker, and so I think that it’s essen-
tial that we build the wall and we hold
together the rule of law and we pre-
serve the middle class and remember
who we're about and what we are as a
people.

By popular demand, I have occasion-
ally demonstrated the construction of
a wall so the people can understand,
Mr. Speaker, how it can be done. I sat
down and created a design for a con-
crete wall because I believe that it’s
harder to breach a concrete wall than
it is a steel fence, and I think it’s cost-
effective.
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But I want to describe what I have
designed here.

Whenever we build for a fence or a
wall, we need to have a foundation un-
derneath it. There will be people that
will try to dig underneath it, so I de-
signed a slip-form concrete form.

This would go in a trench. You would
set a trencher in here with a specially
made grading machine that would trim
this out and pour this concrete footing
with a notch in it, trench and pour the
footing as you go, so the hole didn’t
have a chance to cave in. As we poured
this we would just drive the machine
along and it would be trenching and
pouring concrete, so there would be a
cured foundation for the wall that
would be completed as the trench and
slip-form machine moved on.

This is what it looks like from the
end. This would be what it looks like
from the top, the notch in the top, and
that groove there, it will be obvious
where I put that. So as that trench is
moved along, and the foundation of
this wall sets like this, then I would
bring in precast concrete panels. These
panels would be about 13% feet tall,
and they could be about any width, but
proportionately it looks like 6 to 8 feet.
We could go wider, we could go 10 feet.

Perhaps once this was cured, even
the next day, come along with truck-
loads of precast concrete panels. They
would sit on the truck like this, pick
those up with a crane, swing them into
place, set them down right into the
notch of the foundation. Just this sim-
ple.
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It would take a little bit longer, but
not appreciably longer to throw this all
together in this fashion. It would be
constructed 12-foot high precast panel,
slip-form concrete wall. It would look a
lot like that. I would set that down
within about 3 feet inside the border. I
put some wire on top here, stabilize
this thing and provide it as a deterrent.

With concrete, you can mount any-
thing on top for sensors. You can do
cameras, vibration, motion detectors,
you could mount any kind of new tech-
nology on top of this concrete. It
wouldn’t be possible to take a cutting
torch through here. If you brought a
concrete saw in to cut a notch through
it, the noise and the vibration would be
transferred down the wall, and our sen-
sor devices would likely pick it up, or
we could deploy some Border Patrol to
that location.

But as you could see, I would go in-
side also another 100 feet, and I would
put a mesh fence up, even taller than
this, so that there will be essentially a
no man’s land in between the wall and
the fence.

There are a lot of designs that would
work. This is only one design, but I de-
signed this and put the structure of
this together, and I can put the esti-
mate together too. This can be in-
stalled for about $1.3 million a mile.

Now, somebody was complaining
about the cost of this. What is it, gold
plated? Well, you can build a four-lane
Interstate for about $4 million a mile,
but that’s what we are paying the Bor-
der Patrol to watch the border right
now.

Now, I appreciate the work that they
do, and I respect the work that they do,
and I support them. They need better
tools to work with. This is one of them
that can be helpful. This is one of the
components, or a version of fence and
wall is one of the components to the
Secure Fence Act.

This Congress has mandated that
that fence be built, and we appro-
priated money to it last week to the
tune of $1 billion. The year before, we
appropriated $1,187,565,000 just to round
it out to even dollars. We appropriated
about $2.2 billion to building the Se-
cure Fence Act, and that includes
money for technology, for virtual
fence, as well as real fence.

We need to stop the flood at our
southern border. We need to dramati-
cally slow the flow of illegal drugs
across that border. It will reduce the
amount of crime perpetrated and com-
mitted against Americans. It will save
lives. It will save at least hundreds of
lives. It will probably save thousands
of lives.

It will be cost effective, and it will
send a message that America is a sov-
ereign Nation that will protect its bor-
ders, and that we will direct traffic,
human traffic and contraband, through
the ports of entry. We will need to beef
up our ports of entry. We need to have
more Customs and Border Patrol peo-
ple there, and more sophisticated de-
vices there.
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But if we can’t stop the bleeding at
our border, there is no amount of en-
forcement that we can do in the inte-
rior that will be effective. The best de-
scription I have heard is the descrip-
tion by Dr. PHIL GINGREY, a Congress-
man from Georgia, who has worked the
emergency room. His description is if
you have a patient come in the emer-
gency room when they are bleeding all
over the place, and they are bleeding
from multiple wounds, and they are
bleeding all over the floor, the first
thing you don’t do is grab the mop and
the bucket and start to clean it up.
You stop the bleeding. That’s what you
do.

We have a tremendous amount of
bleeding on our southern border. We
have got to stop the bleeding, stabilize
the patient, and then we can have a de-
bate on how to clean up the mess. It is
a tremendous mess here in the United
States, because the Federal Govern-
ment hasn’t enforced the immigration
laws to the level it needs to, and that
has been an open permission slip that
has been granted now to a number of
the employers who have taken advan-
tage of it. They have hired the cheap
labor.

The third thing is birthright citizen-
ship, automatic citizenship that is a
magnet for 350,000 pregnant mothers
every year who come here to have their
children in the United States. It’s not
a constitutional right, it’s a practice to
grant them citizenship here because
they are born in the United States.
Those things work against our sov-
ereignty. Those things work against
the middle class, those things would be
against the rule of law.

I am going to continue to advocate
that we construct this double fence of
wall on the southern border, that we
complete it and we follow through on
the congressional mandate, and we in-
sist that the administration follow
through. We need to do border enforce-
ment first, employer enforcement sec-
ond. When we get those things done, we
will have stopped the bleeding and shut
off birthright citizenship as the other
bleed. Then we could have a debate in
this Congress about how to clean up
the mess, and it is one, one tremendous
mess.

That’s my advocacy, that’s my pol-
icy, that’s where I stand.

I appreciate the privilege to address
you tonight.

30-SOMETHING WORKING GROUP

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MEEK) is recognized for the re-
mainder of the time until midnight.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
it’s an honor to come before the House
once again. I am glad to be here with
my good friend Mr. ALTMIRE.

As you know the 30-Something Work-
ing Group, we come to the floor week-
ly, talk about issues that are facing
the Nation, and also give a report on
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what’s happening and what’s not hap-
pening. We are hoping to do good
things on behalf of the American peo-
ple, and we hope that we can build a re-
lationship with our colleagues on the
other side of the aisle, the Republican
side of the aisle, to help pass the Amer-
ican agenda.

Mr. ALTMIRE and I usually have some
opening comments, and then we usu-
ally get into a conversation about
some of the issues that we are facing
this week, about some of the ongoing
issues.

Over the weekend, I took the oppor-
tunity, because Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr.
RYAN, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ and
Mr. MURPHY, who are part of the 30-
something Working Group, we do meet,
and we talk about issues that we want
to bring before the Members.

I can tell you there are 47 major
measures that have passed this floor
with a bipartisan vote of 79 percent, so
that means that 75 percent of the
issues that have passed this floor have
had bipartisan support.

I see that we have one of our charts
here to show, under the Democratic
Congress, that Republicans all along,
we were saying in the 109th, 108th Con-
gress, some of them really wanted to
vote for the priorities of America and
move this in a new direction.

But obviously the Republican leader-
ship in the 109th, 108th, going back
even further, did not want to bring
those issues to the floor. But when
they were brought to the floor, the 9/11
Commission Recommendations, H.R. 1,
passed with 299 votes with 68 Repub-
licans voting affirmative; raising the
minimum wage, H.R. 2, again, passed
315, passed with 315 votes here with 82
Republicans voting along with Demo-
crats.

The funding to enhance stem cell re-
search, H.R. 3, 257 and 37 Republicans;
making prescription drugs more afford-
able, H.R. 4, 24 Republicans joined the
majority of Democrats, passing that
measure by 255; cutting student loan
interest rates in half, H.R. 5, 356 votes
in favor, passed the House with 124 Re-
publicans joining the Democratic lead-
ership on that vote.
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And creating long-term energy ini-
tiatives, H.R. 6, 264, with 36 Repub-
licans.

And Mr. Speaker, I think it’s also im-
portant to be able to outline the fact
that we want to move in a new direc-
tion. And so far, the President has
signed the following: The first increase
in the minimum wage in almost a dec-
ade, which will take effect on July 24 of
this year. This is not fiction; it’s fact.
And it will be fully phased in. It will
mean a raise of $4,400.

And also, we passed tax incentives to
be able to help small businesses; $3.7
billion in additional emergency fund-
ing for veteran and military health
care. This is $3.4 billion in additional
funds for military readiness also, in-
cluding armored vehicles and also to
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meet the National Guard shortfalls
that they have been experiencing over
some time.

Emergency funding to keep hundreds
and thousands of children in 11 States
from losing their health care. That’s
very significant.

Overdue funding to repair and com-
plete flood areas of Louisiana and Mis-
sissippi, and also, assisting other gulf
coast communities, schools and univer-
sities to rebuild and recover from Hur-
ricane Katrina Rita and also Wilma.

Overdue disaster aid to American
families and ranchers, more than 80
percent of the funding that they were
looking for they were able to receive
through this Democratic Congress.

Emergency wildfire funding, to be
able to assist communities that have
been waiting on Federal response, and
also benchmarks for the Iraqi govern-
ment and requiring the President to re-
port the progress of the war to the Con-
gress more than two times.

I think it’s important to also state
the many of the things that we’ve done
here in the House, Mr. Speaker, with-
out needing Presidential approval. We
restored pay-as-you-go budget dis-
cipline for the first time in 6 years in
Washington and received praise from
major fiscal watchdog groups.

Also, passed a budget balanced by
2010 with no more deficit spending and
no taxes after 2 years of Republican
leadership failure to agree on a budget.

I think it’s also important that we
outline that we’ve imposed very strict
ethics rules in the history of the
House; also guaranteed that the House
will operate as a green Capitol. I'm
glad we have the chair of the Appro-
priations Committee that deals with
the House, House Administration with
us, the chairwoman.

Also, the Speaker has convened a Na-
tional Summit on America’s Children,
and we’re beginning to link Federal
policy and law and cutting-edge re-
search as relates to bring development;
and also restored Congressional over-
sight, saving tens of millions of dollars
that are being wasted here.

I think it’s important that we also
outline that stem cell research bill,
supported by two out of three Ameri-
cans, which offers hope for many, many
families, is sitting on the President’s
desk right now waiting for action, Mr.
Speaker.

And also, a bill ending the politi-
cizing of the appointments of U.S. at-
torneys.

I can go on and on, but I think, as it
relates to an opening, I think we’re off
to a great start, Mr. Speaker. And I
think it’s also important for the Mem-
bers to realize that, for us to not only
end the war in Iraq, but for us to be
able to fulfill the dreams and the needs
of the American people and those that
are in harm’s way, that we have to
move in a bipartisan way. And when we
can’t move in a bipartisan way, then
we have to take the majority of this
Democratic majority that we have now
to be able to get 218 votes to be able to
carry out the will of the people.
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Later on, since Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ has joined us, and I know Mr.
ALTMIRE has something to add, too, I
want to talk a little bit about the
President’s address, the President’s
radio address, because I think it’s im-
portant that we address these issues as
they come up. We should not allow any
statement or any speech to go unchal-
lenged because I think the American
people, it’s time for them to be leveled
with. And I can’t wait until this thing
rolls around again, when we get into
open discussion, because this is the
good part about the 30-Something
Working Group is that we do get an op-
portunity to kind of volley the ball
around.

Mr. ALTMIRE, Happy Father’s Day,
belated Father’s day, sir.

Mr. ALTMIRE. Thank you. Same to
you. I had a wonderful Father’s Day
with my two children, and I'm happy
to be back on this Monday night. And
I did want to add some levity to the
evening, because people watch Ilate
night television. We’re here; it’s after
11:00. And the gentleman perfectly set
me up by talking about the President’s
radio address. So I wanted to read a
quote from the President’s radio ad-
dress that, for those that know history
and for those that don’t, I'm going to
remind them of some of the history.
They’re going to find this quote to be
quite entertaining. And this is the
President’s radio address.

“In the weeks ahead, my administra-
tion will continue pushing for earmark
reform and holding the line on Federal
spending. The American people do not
want a return to the days of tax and
spend policies. They expect account-
ability and fiscal discipline in Wash-
ington, D.C.”

Now, certainly, we don’t disagree
with that statement, but for those that
understand the history of this adminis-
tration, they can understand why some
of us might be amused to hear the
President saying such a thing, because
I would remind my colleagues, if they
need reminding, that prior to President
Bush taking office, the 4 years imme-
diately before his term, his first term,
we had had 4 consecutive years of budg-
et surplus, surpluses that were forecast
as far as the eye can see.

In fact, the Congressional Budget Of-
fice scored the 10-year projection of
surplus at over $5 trillion of surplus.

So President Bush comes into office,
there’s every reason to expect these
surpluses are going to continue.

Well, what have we seen in the 6-plus
years that this President has been this
office? Well, we’'ve seen six consecutive
budget deficits, deficits that before the
Democrats retook control of Congress,
were forecast as far as the eye can see.
And this has been the biggest spending
administration in over the past 6 years
before this year, the biggest spending
Congresses in the history of this coun-
try.

So for the President to get on the
radio and come before audiences and
lecture the Democrats on fiscal respon-
sibility, and I would re-read that last
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statement on what he says the Amer-
ican people expect, ‘“They expect ac-
countability and fiscal discipline in
Washington, D.C.”

Well, over the course of that 6 years,
the President added $3.5 trillion to the
national debt. Now, keep in mind what
I said earlier, that the projection be-
fore he took office was, over the 10-
year period, we would have over $5 tril-
lion in surplus. But, instead, in just 6
years, he had an $8 trillion turnaround,
from $56 trillion on the plus side to $3
trillion on the deficit side.

And I would suggest, if you had said
to an economist going into that term,
figure out a way that this is possible,
how can a President, using economic
policy, working with the Republican-
controlled Congress, have a $8 trillion
swing from surplus to deficit, most
economists would have said, oh, that’s
impossible. You can’t possibly mis-
manage the economy in such a way
that you could have that poor of an
outcome. Well, unfortunately, we have.

So here, again, to have this President
lecture this Congress on fiscal respon-
sibility is simply inconsistent with the
facts.

He also references earmarks in the
appropriations process. And we do have
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ here, a mem-
ber of the Appropriations Committee.
And I know she will have something to
say about this as well.

But I wanted to remind my col-
leagues about the history of the 12
years that the Republicans were in
control of this House, from 1995
through 2006. Well, for that 12-year pe-
riod, the 12 budget cycles that we had,
I don’t know if any of my colleagues
would like to venture a guess, how
many times in those 12 years do you
think the Republican Congress finished
the appropriations process on time?
How many times were all the appro-
priations bills completed by October 1,
which, under statute, is the beginning
of the fiscal year?

The gentlewoman from Florida.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Would
it be none?

Mr. ALTMIRE. Zero. That is correct.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. That
would be none

Mr. ALTMIRE. Zero times in 12
years. Now, interestingly, you’d say,
well, it must be difficult to do then.
Maybe it’s not often that we’re able to
do this. Does the gentlewoman from
Florida wish to venture a guess on the
last time that the budgets were all
completed on time and the appropria-
tions were completed by October 1 in
their entirety?

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr.
ALTMIRE, at the risk of being the little
girl who shoots her hand up in the first
row of the classroom, that would be the
last time Democrats were in control
right before the 1994 switch from ma-
jority to minority.
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Mr. ALTMIRE. Right. In the 1994
year, the Democratic Congress, the last
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yvear the Democrats controlled Con-
gress, the Democrats were able to com-
plete all the budget bills, all the appro-
priations bills on time. The last time it
has happened. Then we had 12 years of
Republican rule in this Congress, in
this House, and we had 12 consecutive
years where the appropriations bills
were not completed on time.

So it should be no surprise to any of
my colleagues and other outside ob-
servers that the Republicans are not
anxious to see the Democrats come
back into power and right away pass
all 12 appropriations bills in a timely
fashion. So I was not surprised, and I
suspect others were not surprised, to
see the extraordinary delaying tactics
that we saw take place in this House
last week, with continual and repeated
procedural motions, motions to rise.

And those of us that sat here at 2
o’clock in the morning on that night,
we realized that this was not about
substance. This was not about policy.
This was merely about denying the
Democrats a legislative victory be-
cause the last thing those on the other
side would want is for us to come in
and right away pass the appropriations
bills on time, which hasn’t happened
since 12 years ago when we last con-
trolled Congress.

And, lastly, the President mentions
earmarks. His quote again: ‘“‘In the
weeks ahead, my administration will
continue pushing for earmark reform.”

Well, what has been the history of
earmarks under the Republican Con-
gress? Let’s go back to that 12-year pe-
riod, and I know the gentlewoman
knows the answer; so I will spare you
the question this time. In 1994, that
last year that the Democrats con-
trolled Congress, there were 4,000 ear-
marks, approximately, in all the spend-
ing bills combined for $26 billion. That
is what they represented. Now, that
sounds like a lot and it is a lot. It is a
lot of earmarks and it is a lot of
money.

Well, let’s compare that to last year,
the last year the Republicans con-
trolled Congress. These were the peo-
ple, you recall, that last week were de-
crying the use of earmarks and talking
about how unfair it was how the Demo-
crats were approaching it, and we have
a President now who says he is going to
continue pushing for earmark reform,
‘“‘continue’” being the operative word
there. Well, when you hear the word
“‘continue,” let’s thing think about
what happened last year. Now, recall in
1994, 4,000 earmarks, $26 billion. Last
year, 2006, 16,000 earmarks, unprece-
dented, the highest in the history of
the country, $64 billion of earmarks,
compared to $26 billion in 1994.

So here again, please spare us the
lecture about fiscal responsibility and
accountability in the appropriations
process and certainly as it pertains to
earmarks. We have had, over the past 6
years of this administration and over
the past 12 years of Republican leader-
ship in this Congress, the biggest-
spending Congress and administration
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in the history of the country. They
spent more money, they ran up bigger
deficits, they used more earmarks for
more money than any Congress and
any administration in the history of
the country. So please forgive me if I
view with skepticism some of the
President’s comments over the week-
end.

And at this time I will now turn it
over to the gentlewoman from Florida.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Thank
you, Mr. ALTMIRE.

And I am going to maybe abbreviate
my view on what happened last week
and just call it what it is: hypocrisy.

Where were our good friend on the
other side of the aisle when they con-
trolled this process for 12 years? And I
am not going to spend a lot of time on
the process because that is all they
have because if they allow the debate
to turn to the substance of the legisla-
tion, the substance of the appropria-
tions bills that we are moving forward
and will pass off this floor, with the
vast majority of them supporting it be-
cause they have to, because when they
admit that the substance of the legisla-
tion that we are putting forward in the
Homeland Security bill, in the military
construction bill, in the other bills
that will be coming forward to this
floor, they have to admit that not only
are they good bills but they go much
further and do a much better job of
providing for the needs of this country
than they ever did.

On the floor last week, I took an op-
portunity to spend a few minutes de-
bating the process with them. One of
the things that I had an opportunity to
engage in debate on was where was
their outrage on the other side when
they controlled this process? Where
were the reformers, leaping to their
feet, urging and pounding on their
leadership to adopt transparency and
to adopt a process in which they could
have the maximum amount of input
into earmark reform?

The answer is it was nonexistent be-
cause they didn’t care about it. It
didn’t matter to them. They were very
happy fat and happy to take all the
earmarks they could get, bring them
home, tied up with their lobbyists and
their friends and their culture of cor-
ruption, all twisted up and intertwined,
and that is what their process was like.
And our process is clear and trans-
parent and participatory and inclusive,
and they can’t stand it. So what they
have to do is they have to try to muck
up the perception of what we are doing
here because if they acknowledge what
is really going on, not only have we
adopted a more inclusive, more trans-
parent process when it comes to ear-
mark reform, but the substance of our
legislation they have to support be-
cause they know that we are going
much further than they did.

I want to go beyond process, though,
to President Bush’s veto threat of the
Homeland Security appropriations bill.
He actually has threatened to veto this
bill, which is just absolutely aston-
ishing. And one of the things that I
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have heard him articulate, Mr. MEEK
and Mr. ALTMIRE, is that if the Con-
gress proposes to spend $1 over what he
proposed in his administration’s budget
that he would veto any of that legisla-
tion. And that includes the Homeland
Security bill, which provides for the
homeland security needs for our border
protection, for our first responders, for
the 9/11 Commission recommendations
that we passed in the first bill out of
this Chamber during our 100-hour push
for the Six in 06 agenda, and the Presi-
dent is actually proposing to veto a bill
that would ensure that we spend more
money on protecting our homeland do-
mestically.

You know, you can argue process and
earmarks and reform and all that. But
at the end of the day, that is the stark
contrast that people of this country
have to choose from. When they go to
the polls next November and when they
evaluate how they think a Democratic
Congress is doing versus how a Repub-
lican Congress did, at the end of the
day, we are passing a Homeland Secu-
rity appropriations bill that will really
provide for the domestic homeland se-
curity needs, as opposed to continuing
to twist us up and mire us in the war
in Iraq with an endless, open-ended
commitment that never proposes to get
us out of there.

On top of that, we have a President
who has been critical of a military con-
struction bill that will provide for the
largest single increase in veterans’
health care in history. I mean this is
how backwards their priorities are.
Under the Republican control, their
goal was to help lobbyists, was to make
sure that they brought home as many
earmarks that were pushed by lobby-
ists as they could. And, instead, what
we are doing here is we have trans-
parency, where people will know, any-
one can know, who is sponsoring an
earmark, where any Member can offer
an amendment to strike an earmark,
where any Member can offer to sponsor
an earmark. Members will be able to
participate in the conference process,
which you would think that that would
be a normal thing, but it wasn’t nor-
mal under the Republicans because you
couldn’t even participate as the minor-
ity in the conference process.
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But at the end of the day, all of that
has been a deliberate distraction be-
cause they can’t argue with the con-
tent of our appropriations bills because
they are much stronger and go much
further and do more for the country
than they did. They don’t win that de-
bate. They don’t win a head-to-head,
toe-to-toe debate on the substance, so
they have to try to distract people
with the process. And that is what I am
hopeful that we can get into in this 30-
Something hour and future special
order hours that we participate in, be-
cause what we need to make sure we
focus on is the substance of our legisla-
tion, because they would like nothing
better than to twist us up in debate on
process.
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Mr. MEEK.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Well, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, what they say
and what we do are two different
things. And the good thing about it is
that right is on our side and the Amer-
ican people are on our side, be it Re-
publican, Democrat, independent, those
that are thinking about voting, those
that may be voting for the first time in
the 2008 elections. I think it is very im-
portant to lay the facts out, and that’s
what we are doing here tonight.

Mr. Speaker, we go through a great
deal of work to make sure that we ac-
tually give facts, not fiction. And we
know that there is a lot of fiction on
this floor. That’s what I would call it.
And there is another word to call it,
but I would just call it “‘fiction’ to be
honorable in this Chamber. But I think
it is also important for us to just take
the President’s words for what they
are. I am reading from his radio ad-
dress, and this week, the President said
the tax-and-spend approach is endan-
gering the economic growth. And bal-
anced budget efforts, mark ‘‘efforts,”
balanced budget efforts, that’s what
he’s calling it, that’s what the Presi-
dent is calling it, as it relates to the
budget, saying they have passed a
budget that would mean higher taxes;
put another line under ‘‘higher taxes”
because I want to come back to that;
for American families and job creators,
put a line under that.

I think it’s important, just in that
paragraph alone, Mr. Speaker, for me
to just dissect that for a moment. Let
me just work on that paragraph just
for a moment. It’s just a paragraph
within many, but it’s at the beginning
of the President’s speech. I think it’s
important, as we start looking at fact
versus fiction, I mean, we need to have
a segment in the 30-Something group,
fact versus fiction, because I think it’s
important that we do away with the
fiction, because we have two wars
going on. We have a country that’s beg-
ging for health care. We have children
that we were about to lose their health
care if it wasn’t for the action of the
Democratic majority here to be able to
push that effort along and put it on the
President’s desk for him to sign.

Now, let’s just start with the whole
piece of endangering and taxes. Listen,
I'm on the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, and unless there is a meeting
that I missed or several days that I
missed from Congress, I haven’t seen
anything that dealt with a tax in-
crease. And I would challenge anyone
from the White House or from the mi-
nority side of this Chamber to point
out somewhere, anywhere, where taxes
are being increased. Okay. That’s what
I thought. I think it is very, very im-
portant that we pay very close atten-
tion to what’s being said here on this
floor.

I think it’s also important for us to
underline ‘‘budget balancing efforts.”
People, Mr. ALTMIRE, they don’t want
an effort; they want it to happen.
Okay? One of the first things we did
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without the President’s approval,
thank God we didn’t need it, to say
that we’re going to move pay-as-you-go
rules and that we are no longer going
to borrow from foreign nations. As
soon as I can get my chart over here, 1
will pull it over, of how much money
we have borrowed from foreign nations,
Mr. Speaker, more than ever before in
the history of the republic. As a matter
of fact, I have my old chart here. I will
use this one, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ.
For folks here in the Chamber, you
know that this is an old chart. And I
am really fond of this chart. The rub-
ber stamp is in my office under lock
and key because somehow my velcro
chart somehow grew legs and it went
somewhere. And I don’t know where it
is, Mr. ALTMIRE, but I think it’s impor-
tant that we find that chart. I'm going
to put pictures around the Capitol.
Have you seen the out-of-control bor-
rowing that the Bush Administration
and Republican Congress were able to
do in the past?

Remember this chart here? And it
talked about, it went all the way
through 2005? Well, I am going to draw
a line through that right now. And I
know that we are going to have a new
chart here on the floor, because our
good people that work with us here,
the new number that comes at the end
of the 109th Congress and the Repub-
lican Congress, this number is no
longer 1.50; it is now $1.0019 trillion
that the President Bush and the old
Republican Congress passed under the
rubber stamp policy of the Congress of
the past, but not now; $1.01 trillion, 42
Presidents before this President and
the past Republican Congress, and be-
tween the two, they were able to bor-
row from foreign nations, these are for-
eign nations who I have outlined on the
next chart, $1.0019 trillion. Historical.
Never happened before. No one can
point to World War I and World War II.

Who are we borrowing from that we
are putting a stop to here in this
Democratic Congress? Let’s just start
with Japan at $644.3 billion. Let’s look
over at China, Red China of all places,
at $349.6 billion. These numbers are old.
Many other countries are involved in
this. And, you know, that is just one
sentence.

Then we move on, ‘‘They have passed
a budget that will mean higher taxes
for American families and job -cre-
ators.” Now, I have already addressed
the issue of higher taxes. Taxes have
not been raised.

So for the President to say this
means that it’s fiction. That’s the word
I choose. Job creators. Who’s he talk-
ing about? Must be talking about Big
0il. I guess they’re creating all kinds
of jobs. I know there are a lot of people
that are trying to figure out how they
are going to get to their job, paying
the high prices.

And look at the profits. Wow. And
it’s funny, remember that little thing I
talked about, the meeting at the White
House, and Vice President CHENEY with
the executives, and then all of a sudden
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the energy bill was written? And it was
almost like every oil executive, some-
how they figured out the six numbers
to the Lotto. That Lotto happened to
be the payoff by the American people.
And their stock went skyrocketing up.
In 2002, the profits were $6.5 billion in
profits. And look, 2007, $30.2 billion,
and you’re paying almost $3 at the
pump. I wonder who the job creators
are. And we took some of these incen-
tives and give-aways away, or so-called
incentives, that were just tax give-
aways of the taxpayers’ money back
into finding alternative fuels.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Will
the gentleman yield on that point?

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I will yield,

yes.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Let’s
zero in specifically on what we did
compared to what they did. If you re-
call, that was the energy bill that they
held open for 40 minutes longer than
our normal time limit so they could
twist enough arms to get the votes to
ensure that they could give the oil
companies $14 billion in subsidies, give
them those subsidies in the face of
world record profits. Now, you know,
we support profit. Profit is a good
thing. Profit is not a bad word; it’s a
good thing. But when you are doing
what they did, which was forgive the
royalties that the oil industry would
have been required to pay the Federal
Government; they are supposed to pay
the Federal Government to use the
land that they drill on in exchange for
the oil that they pull out and make a
profit on. And the Republican majority
gave away the $14 billion and said, no,
no, no, very profitable oil industry,
that’s okay, you don’t have to pay us.
Just put that in your pocket, no prob-
lem. And what we did, as part of our
100-hour agenda in the Six in ’06 bills
that we passed when we first became
the majority is we passed a bill that re-
pealed those $14 billion in give-aways
and said, what we are going to do with
that money is we are going to use it to
fund alternative energy research so
that we can make sure that we truly
make a commitment to wean ourselves
off of our addiction to foreign oil,
which were nice words that the Presi-
dent said in the State of the Union last
year, but then promptly he signed that
energy bill that gave $14 billion in sub-
sidies away to the oil industry. So I
just wanted to jump off that poster be-
cause it really needed to be zeroed in
on.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. You know, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, and thank you
for yielding back.

Mr. ALTMIRE, this is why we come to
work, this is why we, Members of Con-
gress, Mr. Speaker, to be able to point
out, and I love this whole fact versus
fiction. You know, this is probably
going to be my new top ten because I
think it’s important that we outline
these issues. Because the American
people, hopefully what we are sharing
with them, it’s fact. Now, folks start
writing speeches and start saying, well,
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what sounds better or using words like
efforts, you know ‘‘efforts” is open-
ended.
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Well, you know, I make a great effort
to do some things around the house.
But eventually I will get around to
them. Well, we are dealing with the
Federal Treasury, and it is not some
sort of slush fund. That is the way it
has been treated. We are talking about
accountability.

I also want to point out Mr. Bob
Novak, I don’t think I am on his
Kwanzaa list and he is not on mine, but
he is one of the most conservative writ-
ers here in this town and well-known,
and I appreciate his work, and we see
him moving around on Sunday talk
shows.

This is interesting. ‘“‘Bush veto strat-
egy.” This is in the Washington Post.
Just in case, we like third-party
validators. We want you to go on, we
want Members to be able to go on
WashingtonPost.com. And this was
June 18. It was actually on A-17, if you
have an old copy of the Washington
Post.

I will go down to paragraph three,
where it talks about Bush was the first
President since John Quincy Adams
not to exercise his veto power during
the complete 4-year term, even though
the Republican-controlled Congress
was on a spending spree.

All right, we have heard of shopping
sprees. You look in the dictionary, let’s
just do it. Let’s do it because we can.
Let’s do it because we can borrow from
foreign nations and put this country in
a posture that it has never been in be-
fore.

He has two bills in his second term,
rejecting only the Iraq war bill, since
the Democrats took control.

Let me just say this. One of them was
that. Let me just point that out, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. ALTMIRE. It
is important that we outline that, that
we outline the fact that the President
has had a rubber-stamp Congress, and
that even the conservative writers are
saying, wait a minute. All of a sudden
now you want to be Mr. Veto. You
want to send a letter to the Speaker of
the House saying if you go $1 over my
projected budget and I am going to
veto the ©bill, even if it means
healthcare for children, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, even if it means
better healthcare for our veterans that
are coming back and that are here and
that are waiting in line 8 or 9 weeks to
see the ophthalmologist, which is not
what they signed up for and not the
promise that we gave them. Even if it
means that school districts will not
have the money that they deserve as it
relates to the Federal dollar.

The bottom line is I wish the Presi-
dent and I wish the Republican side
had the kind of courage to stand up to
corporate America when they were giv-
ing away all of the taxpayers’ money
during their spending spree. This is
now what I am saying. This is what
Bob Novak is saying.
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I think it is also important to note
that one of our Republican colleagues
took enough time to get 147 votes
against the Homeland Security bill, an
appropriations bill, and also it is im-
portant that we point this out, because
this was done to be able to say that we
can withstand a veto. I think it is 146
that is needed to make sure that we
can override the President if we need
to override him.

The last point I want to make on this
topic, you know I always have a num-
ber of points, but after we passed the
bill that the American people wanted,
date on redeployment of when troops
will be redeployed out of the field and
letting the Iraqi government know we
will not be in the middle of a civil war
forever and ever and ever, and passed
this House and it passed the Senate.
And before the President could even
get to it, Republicans marched down to
the White House, had lunch, and came
out and said, ‘“We stand with the Presi-
dent in not overriding his veto. We say
that we stand with the President.”

That is what the Republicans said.
Not one Democrat was at the White
House. I want to know how many more
times that Republicans are going to go
down to the White House and stand
with the President. Are they going to
stand in front of VA Healthcare? Are
they going to stand in front of uni-
versal healthcare for children? Are
they going to stand in front of every-
thing that we came to Congress to do?
And I talking about Democrats and Re-
publicans?

And I am just going to say it, not
every Republican went to the White
House, but enough to be able to stop us
from doing the business of the people of
this country. And I think it is impor-
tant that we outline these issues. Go to
WashingtonPost.com.

There is an old saying out there, if I
am lying, I am flying. The bottom line
is this: It is right here. I didn’t write it.
Mr. Novak wrote it.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. If the
gentleman will yield, I am so pleased.
We are all pleased that we have been
joined by Mr. ALTMIRE and the 40 other
Democratic freshmen in his class who
are majority makers who came to Con-
gress to help us move this country in a
new direction and make it possible to
move this country in a new direction.

The stark contrast you are talking
about, where you have tired old, same
old, do business as shall Republicans
standing with the Republican standing
with the President, supporting his
veto, his suggestion that he would veto
the Homeland Security appropriations
bill.

Now, I sit on the Appropriation Com-
mittee so I know what is in that bill
and had an opportunity to comment on
it and participate in it, and I am proud
to have supported it.

But I would like Mr. ALTMIRE, given
that he is part of the new direction
Democrats and our freshmen class who
brought us to this point, to outline for
us, let’s talk just exactly what the
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President is talking about vetoing.
Let’s outline that for folks.

Mr. ALTMIRE. I appreciate the gen-
tleman and Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ.

I did want to make clear, just for
anyone who is watching this debate,
that all of these bills that the Presi-
dent is threatening to veto over spend-
ing are compliant with pay-as-you-go
policy. That is critical.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. You are not
borrowing and you are not taxing, am I
correct?

Mr. ALTMIRE. It means we as the
Congress are doing the same thing the
American people have to do in their
own home. Checkbooks, you have to
have money on one side of the ledger if
you want to spend it on another. That
is something this Congress has not
done.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Were
PAYGO rules, in other words, not
spending more than you are taking in,
were those in place before Democrats
took over the Congress?

Mr. ALTMIRE. They came into place
in the 1990 budget agreement.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. I mean
just a few months ago, before Novem-
ber 7, in the 109th Congress.

Mr. ALTMIRE. They were allowed to
expire, and that led to the record defi-
cits of the past 6 years that I talked
about earlier.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. And
who reinstated the PAYGO rules to
make sure that we didn’t spend more
money than we took in?

Mr. ALTMIRE. On our very first day
in Congress, it was this Congress that
reinstated the pay-as-you-go. As a re-
sult, all of these appropriations bills
that the President is threatening to
veto, for the first time in 6 years, these
appropriations bills are compliant with
PAYGO. They say simply, as I said,
you have to have money on one side to
pay for it on the other. If you want to
increase spending, or decrease revenue,
for that matter, you have to find an
offset to pay for it on the other side of
the ledger. That is what the President
is talking about vetoing.

Specific to the Homeland Security
appropriations bill, which we passed
last week, I just wanted to talk a little
bit about immigration. Boy, we hear a
lot about immigration, around the
country on talk radio. I am sure each
of you in your Florida districts hear
about it. I can promise you in my
Western Pennsylvania district, I hear
more about immigration than I hear
about any other issue, and there is not
even a close second.

It is an important issue. It is an issue
for a lot of people that we have illegal
immigrants coming across the border.
And for anyone who is talking about
this Homeland Security bill that is
concerned about that issue, I want to
tell you that in this bill we have
money for fencing.

The speaker before us had his prop
out where he was showing about build-
ing a fence along the border. This bill
has money to build the fence.
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This bill has money for new tech-
nologies for detection of immigrants,
illegal immigrants coming across the
borders.

This bill has increased border agents
and security agents that are able to en-
force our laws, 3,000 new border agents
along our southern border with Mexico.

It has new detention beds. We have a
catch-and-release program where we
don’t have the capacity to hold on to
folks that we are catching on the
southern border, so we simply release
them. This bill has money to stop that
practice with new border agents and
new detention beds.

So for anyone that is watching this
debate that is concerned about immi-
gration and thinks we need to secure
the boarders, we agree, and we passed a
bill to make that happen. That is the
bill the President is threatening to
veto.

We also have port and aviation secu-
rity measures. We have a situation
where as a result of 9/11 we have to be
very concerned about our aviation se-
curity, certainly, and our port secu-
rity. We have money in this bill to in-
crease our security on both of those.
That is what the President is threat-
ening to veto.

We have increased the money avail-
able for first responders. The President
cut by 55 percent firefighter funding.
So anyone who is concerned about fire-
fighters, can you think of a more wor-
thy commitment for our Federal spend-
ing priorities than the brave men and
women who put their lives on the line
every single day here at home to keep
us safe and are doing it on a voluntary
basis through the fire department?

The President cut that funding by 55
percent in his budget. Well, we restored
that, because our priorities say that we
should find that money, and through
pay-as-you-go we did find the money to
pay for that. But we put that money
back in for our firefighters and our po-
lice, our first responders.

Lastly, before I turn it over to Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, who can speak as
a member of the Appropriations Com-
mittee, this is so important. This bill
ensures our tax dollars are spent wisely
with the requirement for competitive
bidding on contracts.

Now, anyone who has followed what
happened in the Homeland Security
arena over the past several years, and
certainly that includes Katrina and the
fiasco that took place with the no-bid
contracts thereafter along the Gulf
Coast, knows how important it is to
ensure that our tax dollars are spent in
a responsible and fiscally rational way.
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We do that through the requirement
that we do competitive bidding on con-
tracts which has been in very short
supply over the past 6 years.

So that is what is in this bill. We se-
cure our borders. We put money into
detection and prevention and detention
of illegal immigrants. We secure our
aviation, our airplanes and our air-
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ports. We secure our ports. We put
money in for first responders. That is
what the Homeland Security bill does,
and that is what the President is
threatening to veto.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr.
Speaker, I appreciate the gentleman
outlining what the President has been
threatening to veto.

I want to take it a step beyond the
Homeland Security appropriations bill
and outline a few of the other bills all
related to homeland security that the
President has also threatened to veto.
Tonight what we aim to show, fact
versus fiction, is basically who is for
homeland security and who is just kid-
ding, who is just talk, who is just a lot
of hot air, versus who is supportive of
putting forward substance.

The only thing I can think of in
terms of a reason that you have these
veto threats and suddenly the Presi-
dent discovers ink in his pen, never
having threatened a veto in his first 6
years, instead of an ‘“R’” next to the
idea there is a ‘D’ next to the idea.
Now this is from a person who has
talked a really nice story about being
bipartisan and working with the Demo-
cratic Congress. This is how he has
been proposing to work with the Demo-
cratic Congress: proposing to veto the
Homeland Security appropriations bill
which has a lot of very important
issues that went unaddressed by the
Republican Congress.

Also, threatening to veto the 9/11
Commission recommendations which
was his own 9/11 Commission. We just
passed that bill in our Six in 06 agenda
with a vote of 299-128. And that would
fully implement the 9/11 Commission
recommendations.

The Homeland Security authoriza-
tion bill which is the statutory provi-
sions in Homeland Security that go
with the appropriations bill, he has
threatened to veto that. That author-
izes $40 billion for the activities of the
Department of Homeland Security and
includes strong accountability meas-
ures which were nonexistent under the
Republican majority.

He has threatened to veto the rail
and transit security bill, H.R. 1401,
which requires the Department of
Homeland Security to develop plans to
protect rail and mass transit and au-
thorizes $6 billion over 4 years in
grants to protect those systems. We
don’t have a system in place to protect
rail and mass transit.

In south Florida, we don’t have a
really strong mass transit system. You
do in the major populations across the
country. How many times have you
been on a train and been checked or
gone through security? There are no
security measures around our rail sys-
tem. We proposed legislation to do
that, and the President is threatening
to veto that.

The Dubai Ports bill, maybe people
have forgotten about the proposal that
the administration was completely
supportive of and allowed to sail
through their FISA process that would
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have allowed essentially a state for-
eign-owned company to own port ter-
minals in America. I mean, that just
sailed through the administration’s
process. They basically ignored Federal
law and allowed it to happen. We
passed a law to tighten that. That
passed 423-0. No threat to veto there.
We weren’t going to allow that situa-
tion to continue. We need to ensure
foreign countries do not own our port
terminals and further undermining our
security in America.

Now we have passed the military con-
struction appropriations bill that
would ensure that we have the largest
single increase in veterans health care
in American history, in addition to the
Wounded Warrior Assistance Act which
responds to the Walter Reed scandal,
also ignored by the Republicans. That
passed 426-0, but it took Democrats to
pass that legislation.

Really what this is about is who is
for homeland security and who is just
talk; who is for homeland security and
who is just kidding. At the end of the
day, actions are what speak louder
than words. It is what you learned in
kindergarten: Follow what people do,
don’t just listen to them talk, talk,
talk. We have to show the American
people what the Democrats are trying
to accomplish that Republicans and
this President is trying to block.

Mr. ALTMIRE. I just want to remind
our colleagues who are with us tonight
and watching us tonight that this is
about preventing the Democrats from a
legislative victory. It is not about the
budget because this is compliant with
pay-as-you-go rules.

I was amused in listening to the gen-
tlewoman from Florida when I thought
about what one of the major Repub-
lican Presidential candidates said re-
cently, ‘“The Democrats don’t under-
stand terrorism.”” The gentlewoman
went through a very lengthy list of
things that we have done here in the
first 6 months on homeland security
and on terrorism, and the fact that the
President is threatening to veto many
of those initiatives.

I would ask the question rhetori-
cally, who among us, the Democrats or
Republicans, don’t understand ter-
rorism? I think we are the ones putting
forward initiative after initiative after
initiative compliant with PAYGO rules
to prevent terrorist attacks, as much
as it is possible to do that, and to ad-
dress these issues in a way that has not
been done. It has languished for years.

The 9/11 Commission recommenda-
tions were put forward in 2003. Here we
are 4 years later. September 11 took
place nearly 6 years ago. We still have
not implemented the recommendations
of the 9/11 Commission, and that is in-
defensible.

I would just say to anyone who says
it is the Democrats who don’t under-
stand terrorism to take a look at the
list that the gentlewoman has put for-
ward that we have done in only 6
months after these initiatives have
languished year after year.
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Mr. Speaker, I tell my colleagues, for
more information, if they would like to
learn, of course you can go to Speak-
er.gov/30something, or there is now a
link on the Speaker’s Web site to the
30-something Working Group of which
the three of us are members as well as
Mr. MURPHY and Mr. RYAN and others.
So that site is www.speaker.gov, click
on the 30-something icon and you can
learn more about the issues and see the
charts, even the gentleman’s Velcro
chart which is now missing.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. And
you can e-mail us as well.

Mr. ALTMIRE. That is
30somethingDems@mail.house.gov.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I would like to
thank Mr. ALTMIRE Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ.

Mr. Speaker, we have to remember
that $2 billion-plus a week are being
spent in Iraq as we are here trying to
resolve issues that we don’t have
money to resolve them.

Also I think it is important, at the
top of the hour I meant to give this re-
port, but as of this morning, June 18,
2007, at 10 a.m. the death total in Iraq
is 3,617. Wounded in action and re-
turned to duty is 14,283. Wounded in ac-
tion and not returning to duty is 11,667.
I think it is important that we share
that with the Members constantly.

Mr. Speaker, I am also asking Mem-
bers, I am trying to find a picture and
I have been looking high and low for
somebody to e-mail us a picture of this
great White House meeting that the
President had with the Republicans
standing behind him saying they won’t
participate in overriding his veto of ac-
countability in Iraq. I need that pic-
ture because we need that to be a chart
so that we can discourage our friends
on the other side of the aisle from
going down and standing in the school-
house door on behalf of the majority of
Americans’ priorities.

Mr. Speaker, it was an honor to ad-
dress the House once again.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. ABERCROMBIE (at the request of
Mr. HOYER) for today and June 19 until
6:00 p.m.

Mr. BisHOP of Georgia (at the request
of Mr. HOYER) for today.

Mr. CONYERS (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for today.

Ms. EsHOO (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for June 7 after 3 p.m. and June
15 after 4 p.m.

Mr. REYES (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for today on account of travel
delays due to weather.

Mr. LucAs (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for today on account of trav-
el delays.

Mr. SULLIVAN (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for today on account of long-
standing family obligations.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
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lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. WATERS, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. POE) to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material:)

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, June 25.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5
minutes, June 25.

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, for 5
minutes, June 19 and 20.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes,
today, June 19, 20, 21 and 22.

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida,
for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. GINGREY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. KUHL of New York, for 5 minutes,
today.

(The following Member (at her own
request) to revise and extend her re-
marks and include extraneous mate-

rial:)
Ms. Foxx, for 5 minutes, today.
———
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 59 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, June 19, 2007, at 9 a.m., for morn-
ing-hour debate.

————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

2236. A letter from the Chairman and Presi-
dent, Export-Import Bank, transmitting a
report on a transaction involving U.S. ex-
ports to Israel pursuant to Section 2(b)(3) of
the Export-Import Bank Act of 1945, as
amended; to the Committee on Financial
Services.

2237. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Revisions to the Nevada
State Implementation Plan, Washoe County
District Health Department [EPA-R09-OAR-
2006-0619; FRL-8327-3] received June 12, 2007,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

2238. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Protection of Stratospheric
Ozone: Allocation of Essential Use Allow-
ances for Calendar Year 2007. [EPA-HQ-OAR-
2006-0159; FRIL.-8325-5] (RIN: 2060-AN81) re-
ceived June 12, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2239. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans; Revisions to the
Nevada State Implementation Plan; Request
for Rescission [EPA-R09-OAR-2006-0590; FRL-
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