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ourselves from risk. And unfortu-
nately, once again, those two criteria
were not met today.

So Madam Speaker, I pledge to my
colleagues in the House of Representa-
tives, and particularly my friends on
the House Agriculture Committee, to
continue to work in a very strong and
bipartisan way to see if we can’t im-
prove the lives of farmers in Kansas
and States across the country.

I served on the conference committee
that provided the report that we have
had before us today, and I offered
amendments and supported amend-
ments that I think would make signifi-
cant improvements in the 2008 farm
bill. They were rejected on straight,
party-line votes, and it’s a sad day for
me because I've always enjoyed my
work in the Agriculture Committee be-
cause I care about farmers and ranch-
ers, and I care about their way of life.
But never has our committee been par-
tisan, and again, I pledge myself to
work with my colleagues to see if we
can restore the days in which we were
in this together on behalf of American
agriculture.

Madam Speaker, it’s my belief that if
we’re going to spend as much money as
we spend in this farm bill, which is a
significant sum of money, we ought to
spend it in much more wise and pru-
dent ways than this conference report
provides. We owe it to farmers across
the country, and we owe it to the tax-
payers of this Nation.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. GOHMERT addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——
FIGHTING CRIME

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DENT. Madam Speaker, fighting
crime is an issue that is important to
most Americans. That is because it is
an issue that has a tremendous impact
on a community’s quality of life.

I think most Members of Congress
recognize this simple fact. However,
this Congress needs to take action in
order to address this problem. On our
side of the aisle, we’ve tried to do our
part. Republicans have offered some 100
bills to help fight crime, but so far,
only three have been considered on this
floor.

These legislative efforts should not
be piecemeal, but should instead be
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part of a grand strategy, to wit: we
need to aggressively target those indi-
viduals who are responsible for pro-
moting criminal activity in our soci-
ety.

Our focus should not be on promoting
efforts to decriminalize certain drugs,
but instead on targeting and jailing
drug dealers.

Our focus should not be on protecting
the rights of criminals, but instead on
protecting the rights of their child vic-
tims. More needs to be done, for exam-
ple, to combat the scourge of predators
who stalk young people over the Inter-
net.

Finally, our focus should not only be
on adult offenders, but on youthful
ones as well. Gang members, some of
whom are as young as 12 and 13, and we
see intergenerational gangs as well, are
extorting money, dealing drugs, and
committing acts of violence. They need
to be stopped, and that is where my
bill, H.R. 3157, the Anti-Gang Task
Force Act of 2007, comes into play.

H.R. 3157 will help our local law en-
forcement communities combat the
scourge of gang violence. It authorizes
$20 million for each of fiscal years 2008
through 2011 to establish new multi-
jurisdictional anti-gang task forces,
bringing together State and local pros-
ecutors with Federal officials from the
FBI, DEA, the Bureau of Alcohol, To-
bacco, Firearms and Explosives, DHS,
and others.

Gangs are mobile, and they often
cross jurisdictional lines in order to fa-
cilitate the dealing of drugs or to avoid
detection by local law enforcement au-
thorities. Thus, a multijurisdictional
approach is clearly necessary in order
to stop the proliferation of gang vio-
lence and gang activity.

My district encompasses a good por-
tion of what is called the Route 222 cor-
ridor.
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This corridor bisects five cites—Eas-
ton, Bethlehem, Allentown, Reading
and Lancaster—located in four south-
eastern Pennsylvania counties. It is
uniquely situated in that it is linked
directly to New York City, approxi-
mately 80 miles away via Interstate 78
and through other easily accessible
roads, including Route 222 to Philadel-
phia, which is 60 miles to the south-
east.

So gang violence along the Route 222
corridor, primarily involving drug traf-
ficking and armed robberies, dates
back more than a decade and has been
a chronic problem affecting each of the
five cities within this corridor. The
roadways that have allowed commerce
to thrive in the region have also
strongly benefited the gangs, who can
move between the cities with relative
ease, thereby making their operations
much more difficult to detect and to
track. As a result, the 222 corridor has
been plagued by gang activity.

Fortunately, we’re not standing idly
by and letting the gangs take over. The
Route 222 corridor is one of six sites
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around the country that has received
funds under the Project Safe Neighbor-
hoods program. This Project Safe
Neighborhoods (PSN) initiative in-
volves a cooperative law enforcement
effort between the counties and cities
along the corridor, and there have been
some notable successes.

First, there have been successful
prosecutions of members of the Mafia
El Don Gang, which has conspired to
distribute more than 50 Kkilograms of
cocaine in the Lehigh Valley. Mean-
while, two members of the 314 and a
half Gang, allegedly responsible, ac-
cording to the U.S. Attorney’s Office,
for approximately 15 to 20 bank rob-
beries in the Valley, have been in-
dicted. In addition, the initiative is
committing extensive resources to out-
reach of both at-risk youth and their
parents in order to discourage young
people from joining such gangs. And we
have seen intergenerational gang ac-
tivity in my community.

The Congress would do well to emu-
late the efforts of the U.S. Attorney’s
Office and the local District Attorney’s
offices and law enforcement agencies
that are working hard to fight the gang
problem in my area. More than talk is
required if we want to curb gang activ-
ity and end gang-related violence, we
need action. That action should take
the form of legislation, legislation that
targets criminals, promotes Federal-
State cooperation, and that comes
from both sides of the aisle.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. FRANKS of Arizona addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. HULSHOF) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. HULSHOF addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

e —

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. PETER-
SON) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.
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(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

PORK-BARREL SPENDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. HENSARLING) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
minority leader.

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker,
we come tonight to speak about the
subject of pork barrel spending at a
time when hardworking, middle-in-
come American families are having to
cut back on their spending. They’re
having to cut back on their spending
because their paychecks are shrinking;
they’re shrinking with the high cost of
energy; they’re shrinking because of
the high cost of food.

Since the Democrat majority took
control of the economic policies of our
Nation almost 18 months ago, gasoline
has now approached $4 a gallon. Milk is
already over $4 a gallon. And all over
America people are driving to their
convenience stores or driving to their
grocery stores, making a decision
about gasoline and milk.

It’s tough times for hardworking,
struggling, middle-income families.
And yet, the Democrat majority, in
their Budget Resolution, the con-
ference report—which, of course, is the
agreement between the Senate and the
House—their budget today was passed
that included a tax increase on these
very same families of $3,000 for the av-
erage family of four to be phased in
over the next 3 years, Madam Speaker.
Again, while they’re struggling to send
their kids to college, struggling to
make their mortgage payments, strug-
gling to fill up their cars, this is what’s
happened.

Well, what is fueling the tax increase
that the Democrat majority has im-
posed upon middle-income families
throughout our Nation? Well, there’s a
culture of spending. They presented a
budget that represents the highest
amount spent in the history of Amer-
ica. There is a culture of spending, and
it is fueled by irresponsible pork barrel
spending, also known as ‘‘earmarks.”

Now, when the Democrat majority
was in the minority, they made a num-
ber of promises. They said earmarks
were out of control under the Repub-
lican majority. And Madam Speaker,
you know, to some extent they were
right. But this is a Republican Con-
ference that has learned its lesson. But
commitments were made by the Demo-
crat majority that have not been kept.
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First of all, the Speaker of the House
said we’re going to come and we’re
going to cut earmarks in half. But in-
stead, Madam Speaker, what did we
get? Last year, 11,610 items of pork bar-
rel spending put into spending bills by
the Democrat majority, the second
highest level ever in American history,
totaling approximately $17 billion.
Now, some people say, well, $17 billion
isn’t a whole lot of money. Well,
Madam Speaker, I hope I'm never in
Washington so long that I think $17 bil-
lion is not a lot of money. Millions of
Americans could pay their annual gas-
oline bills with the money that’s being
spent on the pork barrel spending in
Washington, DC. That’s enough money
to preserve the child tax credit, which
under the Budget Resolution passed by
the Democrat majority is going to dis-
appear. And so I think that is a lot of
money. And not only is it a lot of
money, it represents waste.

And too often what we see in this
pork barrel spending promulgated by
the Democrat majority is that we see a
triumph of secrecy over transparency,
and we see a triumph of the special in-
terests over the national interests, and
we see a triumph of seniority and privi-
lege over merit. Now, again, the Demo-
crat majority said they were going to
do things differently. Madam Speaker,
then minority leader, now Speaker
NANCY PELOSI said in USA Today that
there has to be transparency. ‘I would
just as soon do away with all the ear-
marks,” right here, USA Today, late
2006. And instead, if we read the spend-
ing bills, what we find out is, out of 435
Members of Congress, she’s in the top
20, top 20 of pork barrel spending.

Then, chairman of the Democrat
Congressional Campaign Committee,
RAHM EMANUEL, said, ‘“Well, for far too
long business as usual has involved in-
dividual Members doling out favors in
appropriations and other bills through
earmarks. The American people de-
serve to know more than who spon-
sored special interest legislation. They
deserve earmark reform that puts an
end to special interest earmarking and
prevents the practice of earmark
abuse.”

Now, Madam Speaker, that’s what
they said before they became the ma-
jority party here. But what do we see
now? And don’t just take my word for
it, but let’s look at what just happened
today. Today, as the farm bill was
passed, what do we have in there? We
have, again, pork barrel spending that
apparently appears out of nowhere. We
have slush funds for ski slopes. We had
the language slipped by the Democrat
majority into the farm bill that would
benefit a Democrat Senator in
Vermont. It would require the U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture Forest Service
to sell portions of the Green Mountain
National Forest exclusively to the
Bromley Ski Resort. And the ski resort
advertises, ‘‘Bromley’s grooming and
snowmaking are second to none, and
with our 44 trails of varied terrain,
from treed glades & true New England
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cruisers to sun soft expert mogul fields,
everyone in your family will be smiling
all day long.” Well, Madam Speaker,
I’'m not sure the American people, who
have to put up with this kind of ear-
mark abuse, I don’t think they’re smil-
ing. Now, maybe the people who own
the Bromley Ski Resort in Vermont,
they’re smiling, you know, they got a
nice little deal in the agricultural bill.

Then we had a quarter of a billion
dollars slipped in for the Senate Fi-
nance Committee Chairman, MAX BAU-
cUS, to help the Plum Creek Timber
Company in Montana sell a parcel of
land to the environmental group called
The Nature Conservancy. Now, tech-
nically, they get to claim a $250 million
tax refund even though they’re a non-
profit institution and they don’t actu-
ally pay taxes.

Now, the language was quite careful,
Madam Speaker. It was very careful
and clever. They wrote this language,
they didn’t name this particular ear-
mark, but they wrote it in such a way
that it only applies to one parcel of
land in the entire United States of
America, and that is that belonging to
the Plum Creek Timber Company in
Montana.

And then, Madam Speaker, we have
$170 million for the salmon earmark re-
quested apparently by our own Speak-
er, NANCY PELOSI. Clearly, there is
something fishy in the farm bill.

Now, we were told again that we
wouldn’t have these earmarks, this
pork barrel spending that just kind of
drops down from the heavens in these
conference reports. We never had a
chance to vote on this in the House,
Madam Speaker, it just kind of drops
down. And so for a Speaker who is sup-
posed to lead by example, who tells the
American people that she would just as
soon do without earmarks, that she
wants an open and ethical and trans-
parent process to slip a $170 million
fishy earmark into the farm bill, this is
something the American people need to
know.

Why are their taxes being raised by
$3,000 per family of four over the next
3 years? Well, part of the reason is,
Madam Speaker, to pay $170 million for
the salmon earmark in the farm bill, to
help subsidize the Plum Creek Timber
Company, to help the Bromley Ski Re-
sort. So much for cleaning up the ear-
mark process.

You know, we were also told that
there certainly wouldn’t be any more
secrecy in this earmark process.

You know, the former chairman of
the Democratic Congressional Cam-
paign Committee told us that. Yet,
that’s not the case. Let me quote from
the New York Times, not exactly a bas-
tion of conservative thought, on one of
the bills that came to this floor last
year. ‘‘Despite promises by Congress to
end the secrecy of earmarks and other
pet projects, the House of Representa-
tives has quietly funneled hundreds of
millions of dollars to specific hospitals
and health care providers.” ‘“‘Instead of
naming the hospitals, the bill describes
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