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something. I'll try to figure it out
later.

But anyway, the point is that no one
is lecturing anyone. The ones who’ve
been doing lecturing, Mr. Chairman,
have been people saying that these
bills have to be cut. These bills are
bare-bone bills. This one in particular
came in under the President’s request,
cut the President’s request by $245 mil-
lion.

We set out to help agencies to help
people. We demand, we encourage
them, actually, to come closer to the
people. We do a lot to allow the Dis-
trict of Columbia to deal with some of
its issues, something that Mr. REGULA
and I believe in strongly. That’s what
this bill does.

But we still can’t get away from the
fact that when we deal with cuts, you
could present it any way you want.
There’s only one cut where the Amer-
ican people will actually feel some-
thing happening, and that is if you cut
this continued ability to allow only the
richest people in the country, the mil-
lionaires and the zillionaires to get in-
credible tax cuts where they take home
160,000 more dollars than they took last
year, or 220,000 more dollars than they
took home last year; or if you ever get
the courage to say to President Bush,
this is your war, you started this war,
we have to end the pain of the war, but
in the process, we have to end the con-
tinuing waste. And I say waste, because
it shouldn’t have been there in the first
place, of half a trillion dollars. That’s a
lot of money.

Cutting the Consumer Product Safe-
ty Commission, cutting the FCC, cut-
ting the SEC, cutting the Small Busi-
ness Administration, that’s not going
to make a difference, and you know it.

Let’s have the courage to tell the
President to get out of Iraq and save
half a trillion dollars that he will now
spend if we stay there, and then we’re
talking real dollars.

I hope that everybody will oppose
this amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-

woman from Colorado (Mrs.
MUSGRAVE).
The question was taken; and the

Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr.
demand a recorded vote.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from Colorado will be post-
poned.

AMENDMENT NO. 32 OFFERED BY MR. GOODE

Mr. GOODE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 32 offered by Mr. GOODE:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

Chairman, I

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

TITLE IX—ADDITIONAL GENERAL
PROVISIONS

SEC. 901. None of the Federal funds made
available in title IV or VIII may be used to
implement or enforce the Health Care Bene-
fits Expansion Act of 1992 (D.C. Law 9-114;
D.C. Official Code, section 32-701 et seq.).

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the
order of the House of Wednesday, June
27, 2007, the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. GOODE) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. GOODE. Mr. Chairman, under
Federal law, and the law of most
States, legal marriage is the union be-
tween a man and a woman. The U.S.
House of Representatives should be on
record supporting traditional marriage
between a man and a woman and op-
posing alternative definitions of mar-
riage.

Federal tax dollars are not used to
extend employment benefits to domes-
tic partners of Federal employees, and
D.C. should not enjoy an exception to
the rule.

Since 1992, Congress has prohibited
the use of Federal funds from being
used to implement the D.C. Domestic
Partners Law. And I hope it will be the
privilege of this body to adopt this
amendment and keep a 15-year tradi-
tion in place.

I yield 2 minutes of my time to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
PI1TTS).

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Chairman, the vast
majority of the American people be-
lieve that marriage is a sacred union
between a man and a woman. This
most basic social institution has been
recognized by every culture and every
serious religion in the history of man-
kind.

The Goode amendment protects and
strengthens this important union be-
tween a man and a woman, and I rise in
strong support of it.

The underlying bill before us today
strips a 15-year Federal policy ensuring
that American taxpayer dollars are not
used to fund domestic partnership ben-
efits. In defense of this longstanding
policy, the President’s senior advisors
have made clear that they will rec-
ommend a veto if the bill reaches the
President’s desk in its current form,
with this item in it.

Mr. Chairman, Federal funds have
never been used for domestic partner-
ship benefits in the District of Colum-
bia. If this bill is not amended, the
Federal Government will be forced, for
the first time ever, to offer many of the
same benefits for domestic partnership
as it offers for marriage.

I oppose using government funds to
promote nonmarital partnerships be-
cause I have tremendous respect for
the traditional family. I believe that
traditional marriage is the foundation
of the family, and families are the
foundation of healthy society. The
Goode amendment protects these vital
foundations which we, as the represent-
atives of the people, should support. I
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strongly urge my colleagues to support
it. It clearly defines the difference in
the two parties here in the Congress.
Please vote ‘‘yes’ on the Goode amend-
ment.

Mr. GOODE. Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I was
going to rise in opposition.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SERRANO. And I guess for all in-
tents and purposes, I have to do that,
except that when I read the amend-
ment, I realized that, with all due re-
spect to the gentleman, it doesn’t
change anything because it speaks to
something that doesn’t exist. There’s
nothing in this bill that says that any-
thing can be done that he doesn’t want
done.

I know that’s confusing. I showed it
to Chairman OBEY because I wanted to
make sure. He agrees with me. I
showed it to staff and, to my amaze-
ment, I was right with everybody. This
amendment speaks to an issue that is
not an issue; therefore, he’s asking to
undo something that is not done.
Nothing’s broken that needs to be
fixed.
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So with that, Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. GOODE. Mr. Chairman, based on
what the gentleman from New York
said, I hope it would be the privilege of
this body to vote ‘“‘yes’ for this amend-
ment to uphold traditional marriage.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. GOODE).

The question was taken; and the
Chairman announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. GOODE. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Virginia will be post-
poned.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I
move that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Ms.
McCoLLuM of Minnesota) having as-
sumed the chair, Mr. HASTINGS of Flor-
ida, Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union,
reported that that Committee, having
had under consideration the bill (H.R.
2829) making appropriations for finan-
cial services and general government
for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2008, and for other purposes, had come
to no resolution thereon.

———

PROVIDING FOR AN ADJOURN-
MENT OR RECESS OF THE TWO
HOUSES
Mr. SERRANO. Madam Speaker, I

send to the desk a privileged concur-

rent resolution (H. Con. Res. 179) and
ask for its immediate consideration.
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The Clerk read the concurrent reso-
lution, as follows:
H. CoN. REs. 179

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That when the House ad-
journs on the legislative day of Thursday,
June 28, 2007, or Friday, June 29, 2007, on a
motion offered pursuant to this concurrent
resolution by its Majority Leader or his des-
ignee, it stand adjourned until 2 p.m. on
Tuesday, July 10, 2007, or until the time of
any reassembly pursuant to section 2 of this
concurrent resolution, whichever occurs
first; and that when the Senate recesses or
adjourns on Friday, June 29, 2007, Saturday,
June 30, 2007, Sunday, July 1, 2007, or Mon-
day, July 2, 2007, on a motion offered pursu-
ant to this concurrent resolution by its Ma-
jority Leader or his designee, it stand re-
cessed or adjourned until noon on Monday,
July 9, 2007, or such other time on that day
as may be specified by its Majority Leader or
his designee in the motion to recess or ad-
journ, or until the time of any reassembly
pursuant to section 2 of this concurrent reso-
lution, whichever occurs first.

SEC. 2. The Speaker of the House and the
Majority Leader of the Senate, or their re-
spective designees, acting jointly after con-
sultation with the Minority Leader of the
House and the Minority Leader of the Sen-
ate, shall notify the Members of the House
and the Senate, respectively, to reassemble
at such place and time as they may des-
ignate if, in their opinion, the public interest
shall warrant it.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GEN-
ERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2008

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 517 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 2829.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
2829) making appropriations for finan-
cial services and general government
for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2008, and for other purposes, with Mr.
HASTINGS of Florida in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose earlier today,
a request for a recorded vote on amend-
ment No. 32 by the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. GOODE) had been post-
poned.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. STEARNS

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment offered by Mr. STEARNS:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

TITLE IX

ADDITIONAL GENERAL PROVISIONS

SEC. 901. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used by the Internal Rev-
enue Service to implement a Spanish-lan-
guage version of the ‘“Where’s my Refund?”’
service.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the
order of the House of Wednesday, June
27, 2007, the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. STEARNS) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

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

This is a simple amendment that
none of the funds made available in
this act may be used by the Internal
Revenue Service to implement a Span-
ish language version of the Where’s my
Refund? service.

Mr. Chairman, the English language
has been one of the strongest, most du-
rable ties that unites us all as Ameri-
cans. Yet today our unity in the
English language is undermined by
policies that require government agen-
cies to communicate in an increasing
number of foreign languages. It is not
just one, two, or three. In some of the
cases, it is five, and six languages.

So I rise today to offer an amend-
ment to strike language in the under-
lying bill that would mandate even
more government multilingualism. My
amendment would prohibit the IRS
from developing a Spanish language
version of the agency’s Where’s my Re-
fund? Web site, which is currently only
offered in English.

So think about that. As it turns out
now, if you want to get a refund, you
go to the IRS Web site, and sure
enough, you can find out how to do it.
English is right there. You go through
the procedure and understand it. But
now in the bill, they want to put it into
Spanish. So I am just saying let’s con-
tinue with the status quo and keep it
in English.

Taxpayers should not be required to
pay the cost of translating information
so that people can demand a tax refund
in another language. This is our coun-
try and we want to promote English,
and I am sure most people that want to
get a refund, of all things, would like
to learn English so they can get their
refund. Generations of immigrants
have made great sacrifices to learn
English and assimilate into this great
American ‘“‘melting pot.”” This is what
has allowed us to become the most suc-
cessful multiracial and multiethnic
Nation in the world.

Making exceptions now for another
language I don’t think is the right
thing to do. It just assumes they are
incapable of learning English like the
previous generations. And many, many
immigrants that came here learned
English, and for all these years they
have been able to determine what their
refund was by going forward. So I
think it is not a good idea to change
this tradition. I realize that there are
lots of people who don’t agree with me,
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but I think we should have a vote on
this to understand it and have the will
of the House.

Now, California Governor Arnold
Schwarzenegger knows something
about the importance of learning
English. He emigrated to the United
States from Austria knowing very lit-
tle English. He has said he immersed
himself in American culture and made
an effort to only speak English once he
came to the United States. So he is a
good example.

We should be encouraging immi-
grants to learn English, not enabling
them by providing more and more gov-
ernment services in various foreign
languages. It could be one language
here, another language here, and pret-
ty soon taxpayers are forced to deal
with many, many languages just to get
their refund.

Additionally, what makes Spanish
speakers in this country more deserv-
ing than perhaps people from South
Korea or people from Japan or people
from China? I mean, is there one par-
ticular reason we are singling out this
one language? If it is true we need to
have this and I don’t think we do, then
I certainly think we should solve the
problem of looking at all the lan-
guages.

The policy of our government should
be to conduct official business in
English and uphold the longstanding
credo of “E Pluribus Unum’: out of
many, one. My amendment, I believe,
simply would further this goal, and I
urge my colleagues to support this
amendment and help preserve our na-
tional linguistic unity and strengthen
our democracy.

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise
to claim the time in opposition to the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, this is
the kind of amendment that shows up
every so often. It plays to our patriotic
feelings and to our feelings of wanting
to be good Americans. So what you tell
Americans is that if a language other
than English is used anywhere in the
country for any purpose, somehow, as
the gentleman says, it attacks our de-
mocracy and threatens our democracy.

We are not saying that we want peo-
ple to stay away from learning to
speak English, and I think it is impor-
tant to note that when people come
into this country and what some folks
go through to come into this country,
that is a statement about how much
they want to be in this country. Is it
true that Mom and Dad may take a lit-
tle longer to speak English? Abso-
lutely. But the young man that comes
in or the young woman that comes in
at the age of 8, 9, 10, 12, whatever, I as-
sure you that 10 months after they are
here, they are acting very American
and a year or two later they are speak-
ing English. That’s a fact of life.
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