
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H13495 December 3, 2009 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 

Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 

LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 

Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Shimkus 

Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 

Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—11 

Cassidy 
Culberson 
Duncan 
Flake 

Foxx 
Garrett (NJ) 
Latta 
Lummis 

McClintock 
Paul 
Smith (NE) 

NOT VOTING—29 

Ackerman 
Andrews 
Barrow 
Bean 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Campbell 

Capuano 
Carney 
Castor (FL) 
Fallin 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Johnson, E. B. 
Linder 
Lucas 
Marchant 

McGovern 
Melancon 
Moran (VA) 
Perlmutter 
Putnam 
Rogers (KY) 
Salazar 
Sherman 
Slaughter 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing on this vote. 

b 1438 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
‘‘A bill to extend the statutory license 
for secondary transmissions under title 
17, United States Code, and for other 
purposes.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I was un-

avoidably detained and missed rollcall vote 
No. 930 (H.R. 3570 as amended). Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall 
vote No. 930. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. CANTOR asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CANTOR. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Maryland, the majority 
leader, for the purpose of announcing 
next week’s schedule. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank my friend for 
yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, on Monday the House 
will meet at 10:30 a.m. for morning- 
hour debate and noon for legislative 
business, with votes postponed until 

Tuesday. On Tuesday the House will 
meet at 9 a.m. for morning-hour debate 
and 10 a.m. for legislative business. 
Members are advised votes could occur 
as early as 10 a.m. on Tuesday. 

On Wednesday and Thursday the 
House will meet at 10 a.m. for legisla-
tive business, and on Friday the House 
will meet at 9 a.m. for legislative busi-
ness. 

We will consider several bills under 
suspension of the rules. The complete 
list of suspension bills will be an-
nounced by the close of business to-
morrow. 

In addition, we will consider H.R.—I 
don’t have the number yet, of the tax 
extenders bill of 2009, and H.R. 4173, the 
Wall Street Reform and Consumer Pro-
tection Act of 2009. 

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

the gentleman. 
Mr. Speaker, since this is our first 

colloquy following Thanksgiving 
break, I would like to ask the gen-
tleman if he could give the Members a 
sense of what legislation perhaps that 
we will be voting on for the remainder 
of this month. And I yield. 

Mr. HOYER. First of all, let me say 
to the gentleman that it is my hope 
that we will adjourn the first session of 
the Congress from the House’s perspec-
tive by the 18th. With respect to the 
bills that we are considering, obviously 
we have seven appropriation bills that 
have not yet been enacted. The con-
tinuing resolution expires on the 18th 
of December. 

It is my hope that before that time 
we will have provision for the passage 
of all seven of the appropriation bills, 
either individually, which may be dif-
ficult because the Senate has not 
passed three of those bills on its floor. 
In one form or another we will have all 
seven of those bills passed prior to the 
18th. 

The Speaker, Leader REID, and I all 
want to avoid another continuing reso-
lution, which we think is not the best 
way to move forward. We are hopeful 
that we can accomplish that. 

In addition, the regulatory reform 
bill you heard will be next week, the 
tax extenders. We have the unemploy-
ment insurance. We have the COBRA 
extension. Both of those expire on De-
cember 31. We have the PATRIOT Act, 
the provisions of which expire on De-
cember 31. We want to address that. We 
have got highway reauthorization, 
which also expires on December 31. We 
want to address that. And we have, I’m 
sure, other bills that we will be consid-
ering. 

As you know, I know you’re happy 
about it, I’m happy about it, Iran sanc-
tions will be on the calendar as well, on 
the Suspension Calendar the week after 
next. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman. And I know I’m joined 
by the gentlelady from Florida in 
thanking you very much for your work 
on the Iran Refined Petroleum Sanc-
tions Act and bringing that to the 
floor. 
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Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. 

If the gentleman will yield. 
Mr. CANTOR. I yield. 
Mr. HOYER. I appreciate the bipar-

tisan work. I see the ranking member 
of the Foreign Affairs Committee, my 
friend, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, who has 
worked very hard on this as well with 
Mr. BERMAN. I’m pleased this is com-
ing. It’s very important that we send a 
very strong message as we see the Ira-
nian Government and the President 
say they are going to do one thing, but 
apparently never do it. So I think it’s 
appropriate that we act. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gen-

tleman, I note that he did announce 
that we will be considering H.R. 4173, 
the financial regulation bill, and per-
haps seven appropriations bills. I don’t 
know which form that would be in, 
whether it would be separately or in an 
omnibus form; but, nonetheless, all of 
these are incredibly large measures 
costing billions of dollars of taxpayer 
money, stretching over thousands of 
pages. 

My question, Mr. Speaker, is, What is 
the gentleman’s intention as to the pe-
riod of time which Members and the 
public will have to review these bills 
prior to the Members voting on them? 
And does that mean that we will still 
be consistent with the gentleman’s rep-
resentations on other bills prior to this 
session that we would have 72 hours for 
consideration and review of those bills 
as well as any manager’s amendment 
and self-executing amendments in a 
rule? 

And I yield. 
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 

for yielding. 
He is correct, I have made that rep-

resentation; and I want to try to ac-
complish that objective. As the gen-
tleman also knows, on both sides we 
have experienced this issue, at the end 
of a session, as I fervently hope we are 
closely achieving, at the end of a ses-
sion obviously when you’re having con-
ference reports, it’s not necessarily 
possible to do that if you can’t get the 
conference reports moved quickly 
enough by the time you want to ad-
journ. 

However, having said that, the gen-
tleman is correct, the regulatory re-
form bill that is going to be reported 
out by the committee has been re-
ported out, will be available this 
evening, and will be available—I don’t 
expect to have that on the floor any 
sooner than Tuesday of next week. 
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So there will be plenty of time to re-
view that piece of legislation. As you 
know, that has had extensive hearings. 
Two of the bills that are included with-
in the framework of that bill we’ve al-
ready passed, as you know. So for that 
bill there will be a lot of time. 

With respect to the omnibus that you 
referred to, we have discretely, individ-
ually, considered each one of those 
bills. They’ve passed the House. The 

Senate and the House have reached 
agreement, I think, or hopefully, are 
on the verge of reaching agreement on 
those bills individually so that they 
can be included. The Senate, as I point-
ed out, has not considered three of the 
bills on the floor, and I’m not sure, 
given their focus on health care, that 
they will be able to do so. So from that 
standpoint, they would be included in a 
conference report as opposed to consid-
ered on the Senate floor. They’ve been 
considered on the House floor, and we 
will give as much notice as we possibly 
can on those. But the good news is 
we’ve considered those individually on 
the floor, so the overwhelming major-
ity of those bills are well-known to 
Members. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman. 
And I do realize that the House has 
considered its version, although we all 
know that when they come back from 
conference especially, many of the 
Members on both sides of the aisle have 
some concerns about earmarks and 
others, which would, I think, warrant 
the time to review these bills. In the 
same light, Mr. Speaker, it is the con-
cern of many that we have an oppor-
tunity to look at any manager’s 
amendment or self-executing amend-
ments in the rules that are presented 
to the body and our having time to re-
view that as well. And I would just 
make that note. 

Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gen-
tleman, does he expect a final health 
care bill this month? And I yield. 

Mr. HOYER. I will choose my words 
carefully. As opposed to expect, I hope 
that there will be a bill. Clearly, the 
Senate is debating that bill. We believe 
that this is one of the most important 
bills that any Member will have consid-
ered during the course of their tenure 
in this House, including myself, and 
I’ve been here, as you know, some 
time. The Senate is debating those 
bills now. Senator REID has had great 
difficulty getting this bill to move 
along in an orderly fashion, which, I 
think, makes it impossible to predict 
when the Senate will be able to pass it. 
I can tell you that I know that Leader 
REID is hopeful that this bill will be 
considered over the next 10, 12 days, 
and that they will be able to pass it 
prior to the 18th of December. And I’m 
hopeful that they can as well. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman 
on that. And as a followup to that, Mr. 
Speaker, I know there’s been some dis-
cussion or reports that the Senate may 
be scheduled to be in session past the 
Christmas holiday, and I was won-
dering, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
expected that to impact the House’s 
schedule after Christmas. And I yield. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. It’s my expectation that it 
will not. But I want to give this caveat. 
If, in fact the Senate passes its health 
care reform bill early enough so that 
we may have a conference and conclude 
a conference so that at some time in 
December we could pass a conference 
report, with that caveat—now whether 

that will happen or not, obviously I am 
not able to predict that, but other than 
that circumstance, it’s my expectation 
that we will not be in the week of the 
21st or the week of the 28th. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman 
for that. 

Mr. HOYER. Nor for that matter, as 
the schedule, as you know, reflects, the 
week after the 1st, which is the 3rd, I 
guess. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman, 
Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, I would ask 
the gentleman does he expect to vote 
on increasing the Nation’s debt limit 
this month? And I yield. 

Mr. HOYER. Not only do I expect it, 
my belief is that it’s mandatory that 
we do so. Obviously, the United States 
has never defaulted on its debt, and to 
do so would cause international disrup-
tion in the financial markets, further 
exacerbating an already difficult eco-
nomic situation for our country and for 
countries around the world. So it is not 
only my expectation, but I believe it is 
absolutely essential that we do that. 
As the gentleman knows, we have 
passed already, in this House, an exten-
sion of the debt. The Senate has not 
passed that at this point in time, but I 
do expect it to be included in one of the 
pieces of legislation that we consider. I 
think it is absolutely essential and, in 
my view, whether you like the debt or 
don’t—I mean, none of us like it—it 
would be irresponsible for the Congress 
not to pass a debt extension for debts 
that it has incurred. I yield back. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. Speaker, I’d like to ask a followup 
to that comment. Does the gentleman 
expect us to have an up-or-down vote 
on the increase of the debt limit, or, if 
not, if it is a part, as he suggested, of 
another piece of legislation, which leg-
islation that would be? And I yield. 

Mr. HOYER. Well, that has not been 
finally decided at this point in time. 
We’ll have to wait to see what the Sen-
ate feels it can do in one of the con-
ferences that we have. As the gen-
tleman probably knows, under Senate 
procedure, while they’re considering 
the health bill, the only thing they can 
rise for, without the necessity to have 
a 60 vote to go back into consideration 
of the health bill, is a conference re-
port. So my expectation is it will be in 
a conference report. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. Speaker, I’d like to turn to the 
question of whether this House will be 
dealing with what has been reported, a 
second stimulus bill. And I know that 
we have been reading much about the 
White House job summit today. There’s 
been a lot of reports in the press about 
the majority’s meeting on a second 
stimulus bill, and I’d like to ask the 
gentleman, Mr. Speaker, if he could 
clarify the timing, the content and the 
cost of a proposed second stimulus bill. 
And I yield. 

Mr. HOYER. Well, the gentleman, of 
course, wants to use language that 
we’re not using. We’re focused on jobs. 
Stimulus is a broader reach, frankly, 
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than we are looking at. We do believe, 
though, as the gentleman has expressed 
on a number of occasions, that jobs is 
the focus. And we are looking at legis-
lation which will help to create jobs, 
expand our economy, ensure our 
growth. 

As the gentleman knows, the CBO re-
leased their report on the Recovery Act 
which we passed and its impact on the 
economy and employment in the third 
quarter, which was the first quarter in 
8 that we had grown the GDP. As the 
gentleman knows, that was not the 
case in 2008, of course. CBO estimates 
that because of the Recovery Act, 
600,000 to 1.6 million jobs, more Ameri-
cans had jobs as a result of the Recov-
ery Act. The GDP, according to CBO, 
was 1.2 percent to 3.2 percent higher 
than it would have been if we had not 
passed the Recovery Act. And the un-
employment rate was nine-tenths of a 
point lower than it would have been. 

Mark Zandi, the chief economist of 
Moody’s Economy.com recently said 
the stimulus is doing what it was sup-
posed to do. It is contributing to end-
ing the recession. In my view, without 
the stimulus, the GDP would still be in 
the negative as opposed to positive. 
Unemployment would be above 11 per-
cent, and there are a little over 1.1 mil-
lion more jobs out there as of October 
than there would have been without 
the stimulus. 

Having said that, you and I both 
agree not enough has been done. Not-
withstanding the fact, essentially, 
there has been, with 2-months’ excep-
tion with a little glitch-up, a straight- 
line decline in the number of loss of 
jobs per month from the high of the 
last month of the last administration 
of 747,000 lost. As you know, it’s less 
than 190,000 lost. We don’t have the re-
port on Friday, but it’s less than that, 
I think, which is progress, but it’s not 
success. Success will be when we start 
gaining jobs. 

In that context, I tell my friend that 
we are in fact looking at ways and 
means to spur greater job creation, 
allow small businesses to expand, get 
additional credit, as well as continuing 
to assist those who have lost their jobs 
and are in need of assistance. But I 
cannot, at this point in time, give you 
the specifics. 

You have correctly observed the ad-
ministration, because of its concern 
about job creation, is having a summit 
or a forum today to seek advice from 
experts on the economy, experts in the 
business field, and we certainly are 
going to look to them as well, talking 
to them. I want to also say to my 
friend that I would be more than 
pleased to receive from you and Mem-
bers on your side of the aisle sugges-
tions that you might have to accom-
plish a greater growth of jobs in our 
economy. I yield back. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I cer-
tainly appreciate that extension of an 
offer to allow us to, once again, proffer 
our ideas. As the gentleman may know, 
I did speak out yesterday with a list of 

what I call a no-cost jobs plan, and I 
am happy to forward that to the gen-
tleman. I have made a similar type of 
request of the White House, and I think 
have gotten a response that they too 
may be willing to consider some of the 
Republican solutions to the current 
crisis that people are feeling across 
this country. 

Mr. Speaker, I would say that I am 
somewhat heartened to hear the gen-
tleman talk about the ineffectiveness 
of the first stimulus bill. The gen-
tleman did say that the term ‘‘stim-
ulus’’ was a little broader than what 
they’re looking at now. And in my 
opinion, I thought that the definition 
of a stimulus bill was to create jobs. So 
if the gentleman now is agreeing with 
me that the creation of jobs did not hit 
the mark the way that was promised 
on the first stimulus bill, that we do 
need to finally focus on job creation, 
that gives me a lot of confidence, Mr. 
Speaker, because at least we’re now 
talking about the same thing. And 
along those lines, again, I am thankful 
that the gentleman asked for our solu-
tions, and we’re going to proffer those. 

But I do want to suggest that we can, 
and there are some commonsense 
things we can sit down and probably 
agree on that we could do right now 
that wouldn’t cost the taxpayers any-
thing, and we wouldn’t have to be con-
tinuing to mortgage the future of our 
children. I think both of us can agree, 
Mr. Speaker, that both sides have done 
their share to dig the hole of incurring 
too much debt for this country. Enough 
is enough. And I do think that we have 
and will offer solutions that will begin 
to arrest that trend, and at the same 
time focus on job creation. 

Mr. HOYER. Will my friend yield? 
Mr. CANTOR. I will. And I would like 

to ask one more point, and then I will 
yield. If we are talking about finally 
shifting to the mode, Mr. Speaker, of 
job creation, I’d like to ask the gen-
tleman, has there been any discussion 
in his caucus about perhaps holding 
back on some of the measures that are 
being discussed, such as the financial 
regulatory reform bill coming to the 
floor next week, because there is a 
study recently released by the Univer-
sity of Chicago, University College 
London, and George Mason University 
economists, which said that this pack-
age of reform bills coming out of the 
Financial Services Committee will re-
duce consumer borrowing by at least 
2.1 percent and reduce new jobs by 4.3 
percent. And essentially, the study 
comes to the conclusion that interest 
rates will rise by 141 basis points, 
which will yield the loss of over a mil-
lion jobs over the next 5 years. So if we 
are concerned about job creation, why 
are we moving forward with such a 
measure? And I yield. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. Let me start at the begin-
ning of his statement, that I might fa-
cetiously say was written by Lewis 
Carroll, who wrote Alice in Wonder-
land, of course, when he says that I 

characterized the stimulus package, 
which I did not; I have characterized 
the Recovery and Reinvestment Act, 
which the CBO said gained us 600,000 to 
1.4 million jobs. 
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The gentleman likes to do this. He 
has done it a number of times. He says, 
‘‘Finally we’re talking about jobs.’’ As 
a matter of fact, in February we passed 
legislation—with no help, frankly, 
from your side—which, in fact, CBO 
says has created up to 1.4 million new 
jobs in America. In addition, we believe 
we’ve saved a lot of jobs in America as 
well. We are not where we want to be. 

The gentleman also indicates—and I 
would agree—that both sides of the 
aisle have dug the hole deeper on the 
deficit. I say with all respect to my 
friend, we had an administration that 
was in office for 8 years, the Clinton 
administration. I would remind my 
friend—I am sure he is familiar with 
these statistics—that he inherited a 
$292 billion deficit from George Bush I. 
He reduced that deficit that year; the 
next year he reduced it further; the 
third year he reduced it even further; 
the fourth year he reduced it even fur-
ther; and the fifth, sixth, seventh and 
eighth years, the Clinton administra-
tion economic program took us into 
surplus—the only administration in 
your lifetime, and I am much older 
than you are—the only administration 
in my lifetime that had 4 years of sur-
plus, and the only administration in 
my lifetime that ended their 8 years 
with a net surplus. 

So I would disagree with my friend 
that we contributed. In fact, your ad-
ministration under Mr. Bush inherited 
a $5.6 trillion surplus. Who said so? 
President Bush said so in 2001. We dis-
sipated that into a $10 trillion deficit— 
arguably the largest turnaround of any 
nation in the world, certainly in terms 
of dollars. I’m not sure on percentage. 
Some countries, third-world countries, 
have pretty bad experiences. But to 
turn around a $5.6 trillion surplus by 
$15 trillion and turn it into a $10 tril-
lion deficit and the worst economy 
we’ve seen in three-quarters of a cen-
tury under the economic program that 
was pursued by your side of the aisle, 
very frankly I’m not going to take re-
sponsibility for that, I tell my friend 
with all due respect. 

This administration was confronted 
with the worst economic situation of 
any administration since Franklin 
Roosevelt. We have been trying with, I 
think, real focus, and in some respects 
real courage, because some of the 
things we did were very tough. You, I 
think, joined us when we responded to 
your administration, the Bush admin-
istration, and said through Secretary 
Paulson and Mr. Bernanke, the country 
is in crisis, and if we do not act and act 
decisively, we may go into a depres-
sion. 

You will recall that my side of the 
aisle responded to the Republican 
President, the chief executive of our 
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country, who said we were in crisis, 
and we responded, and 142 of us voted 
on a bill that nobody wanted to vote 
for in order to preclude us going into 
crisis. Your party, unfortunately, did 
not support your President, as you re-
call, in a majority sense on that par-
ticular vote in September of 2008. 

Luckily, we came back. We had a 
failure; luckily we came back. Not-
withstanding the unpopularity of that 
bill, we did contribute to stabilizing 
this economy. It was a tough vote. 
Americans are angry about it; we’re 
angry about it. Bailing out people who 
were extraordinarily fiscally irrespon-
sible—those same people that we want 
to regulate next week to make sure 
they are not subject to the regulatory 
neglect that they were subjected to for 
8 years when the administration’s pol-
icy was to simply get out of the way, 
not to regulate, not to oversee, and we 
saw an extraordinary financial melt-
down. 

So I will tell my friend with all due 
respect, I do not accept his premise 
that we haven’t been talking about 
jobs. I have not read the reports to 
which he referred, but I do not accept 
his premise that in fact making sure 
that these big financial institutions op-
erate in a way that minimizes risk— 
not just to them; they can afford the 
risk. They sock away money some-
where; the people who couldn’t afford 
the risk who saw their 401(k)s go into 
the tank, saw their retirement put at 
risk. 

So I tell my friend that next week, 
we are going to adopt legislation hope-
fully that will try to ensure that Amer-
ica does not go down that road again. 
Just as Franklin Roosevelt in the 1930s 
responded with regulation to ensure 
that the stock market excesses and 
betting, on which people lost, did not 
reoccur and very frankly has kept us 
pretty stable. But, unfortunately, a lot 
of the regulatory neglect—which I 
want to make clear was not only in the 
Bush administration; there was some 
in the previous administration—we 
ought to have learned our lesson. I 
would hope you would join with us in 
adopting this regulatory reform pack-
age which will protect consumers and 
ensure responsible behavior on behalf 
of those whom we entrust with large 
parts of our national wealth and the 
health of our economy. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman. 
And I would say he would agree with 

me that since the beginning of the 
111th, priority one for this Nation has 
been job creation. 

Mr. HOYER. That’s correct. 
Mr. CANTOR. And the facts are the 

facts. The stimulus bill was brought to 
this floor with the promise that it 
would stop unemployment from ex-
ceeding 8 percent. We are now at over 
10 percent national unemployment. 
The facts are the facts. 

Under this administration, the def-
icit has tripled since the last adminis-
tration left. That is the facts. The gen-
tleman points out, CBO says that we’ve 

created X number of jobs. I would say 
to the gentleman, while you have peo-
ple across this country—10.2 percent of 
the workforce being out of work—there 
is no way that anyone in this country 
would believe CBO when it says the 
economy is better. That’s the fact. 

And so if we’re going to be about job 
creation, my simple point is this about 
bringing the package of financial regu-
latory reform bills to the floor. I don’t 
doubt the gentleman’s intention to try 
and do the right thing. But the reality 
is this is a case where we’re doing the 
wrong thing for the right reason. This 
bill impacts negatively the job cre-
ators. We know this bill will increase 
interest rates 141 basis points, which 
means the loss of an additional mil-
lion-plus jobs over the next 5 years. 

So in that vein, I would ask the gen-
tleman again, if we are to see our way 
to work together, let’s relieve the 
harm. This bill adds to the harm. In 
the same way, I would ask the gen-
tleman, there is continued talk of the 
bill otherwise known as Card Check. If 
I’ve heard it once, I think all Members 
have, from small businesses and large, 
the job creators, Please, please don’t 
pass that bill because that will create a 
huge drain on job creation. 

So I would ask the gentleman, is 
there any sense in his caucus that 
maybe now in times of high unemploy-
ment is not the time to bring up Card 
Check? 

Mr. HOYER. Who mentioned that? Do 
you have any other windmills that you 
want to tilt at? 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman would like to come to my 
district and talk to the businesses 
there, I think I could gather up many 
individuals who have put their entire 
life’s investment savings on the line 
and don’t want to see Washington or 
this Congress continue to threaten the 
very existence of those businesses. 

I yield. 
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 

for yielding. 
We got off your premise pretty quick-

ly—to another bill that’s in the Sen-
ate—my view is because we did create 
jobs, CBO says we created jobs, and for 
the gentleman to say the economy is 
not in better shape today than it was 
when we took over from the last ad-
ministration, I would remind the gen-
tleman, 747,000 jobs were lost in the 
last month of the Bush administration; 
3.8 million jobs were lost in the last 
year of the Bush administration as op-
posed to the last year of the Clinton 
administration, comparing the last two 
administrations, 1.9 million jobs were 
added. 

I suggest to the gentleman what we 
see on this regulatory reform bill is ex-
actly the philosophy that was brought 
under the Bush administration. If we 
simply get out of the way, don’t bother 
anybody, just get out of the way, Gov-
ernment, take the referees off the field 
and all the players will play fairly, my 
experience in life has not been that. My 
experience in life is when you get the 

referees off the field, somebody leaves 
the line about a second before the ball 
is hiked, and people lose. And that is 
what happened. The SEC didn’t regu-
late, the FDIC didn’t regulate the way 
it should have, the administration 
didn’t regulate the way it should have. 
And what went wrong? The financial 
community went amok. 

Mr. Greenspan came before the Con-
gress of the United States and said, I 
made a mistake. I thought people 
would act consistent with a fair eval-
uation of the risk they were willing to 
take. And Mr. Greenspan said, I was 
wrong. In fact, they did not. And they 
incurred risk. And who paid the price? 
All of us paid the price. All of us as 
taxpayers paid the price at Secretary 
Paulson’s request, Republican Sec-
retary of the Treasury, to try to sus-
tain this economy not going into a de-
pression. 

So I disagree with my friend that I 
haven’t addressed the issue of jobs. We 
have. I disagree with the gentleman 
when he says 1.4 million jobs. Well, 
we’re still losing jobs. We are. But 
we’re losing—and none of the statis-
tics, by the way, that I have intoned 
this afternoon has the gentleman re-
jected as being accurate: 747,000 jobs 
lost during the last month of the Bush 
administration. Less than 190,000 this 
month. 

Is that where we want to be? Of 
course it’s not. We want to create 
190,000. We want to create 500,000 jobs. 
We want to get people back to work. 
But the first thing we had to do was to 
reverse the extraordinary decline that 
we inherited in January of this year. I 
think we’ve done that. 

I will tell my friend that when those 
who open up their retirement funds 
that are invested in mutual funds or 
something else and find that their re-
tirement funds are up 57 percent from 
the low point shortly after this admin-
istration took office, they’re going to 
think that’s progress. Is it where they 
want to be? No. They want to be back 
at a hundred percent of where they 
were. They’re not there yet. We need to 
keep working, and that’s why we’re 
considering a jobs bill before we leave 
here. If we can put one together, hope-
fully in a bipartisan fashion, we will do 
so. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman. 
My purpose in bringing up this no-

tion that we still have this Card Check 
bill out there is to demonstrate the 
fact that there really is a disconnect as 
far as doing what we say and follow 
what I do. Because if we’re serious 
about relieving the pain on job cre-
ators, if we’re serious about getting 
Americans back to work, we wouldn’t 
be necessarily bringing the wrong bills 
to the floor for the right reason, which 
is my point, Mr. Speaker. 

No one is quibbling with intention 
here. I think that I would agree with 
the gentleman that there is a sense in 
America that there is not a level play-
ing field at giving people a fair shot at 
their returns on Wall Street or a fair 
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shot in terms of heavy regulations in 
hand coming from Washington. 

So we can all agree that we need to 
make the environment better for job 
creators and people who want to jump 
in and take risks. But the financial 
regulatory reform package that is 
being brought to the floor just as the 
Card Check bill that’s still being spo-
ken of around here, those are job kill-
ers. We ought to at least relieve the 
harm so that people we’re relying on to 
create jobs can get back to work to do 
that. That was simply my point, Mr. 
Speaker. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I would just 
note for the gentleman that 2.8 million 
Americans have lost their jobs since 
the passage of the majority’s first 
stimulus bill; and the Nation’s debt 
now stands at over $12 trillion. 

I thank the gentleman for his time, 
and I yield back. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 
DECEMBER 7, 2009 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 10:30 a.m. on Monday next for 
morning-hour debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CUELLAR). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 

f 

IMMIGRATION 

(Ms. Clarke asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. CLARKE. Mr. Speaker, just last 
week our Nation celebrated Thanks-
giving. It was a time for families across 
this Nation to unite and reflect on the 
things we are grateful for. 

This Thanksgiving I looked around 
my holiday table and admired the di-
versity of my family, many of whom 
are natural born citizens, some natu-
ralized citizens, and some Jamaican 
immigrants. We are a blended family 
blessed with the realization of our own 
American dream. I realized that my 
story enjoys a certain similarity to the 
first Thanksgiving celebration. Native 
Americans breaking bread with Pil-
grims. A blending of two different cul-
tures, one immigrant, one native. 

Like my family, many families 
across this Nation are a blend of many 
cultures and citizen status and are af-
fected by our dysfunctional immigra-
tion system. 

Mr. Speaker, immigration reform is 
too important to be delayed. As we pre-
pare to debate immigration reform, I’m 
working with my colleagues to ensure 
access to the American Dream. Just 
like you, I, too, am the face of immi-
gration; all of us coming together rep-
resenting the diversity of this great 
Nation, the United States of America. 

b 1515 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

WHAT HAPPENED TO THE 
CIVILIAN SURGE? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
ask: What happened to the civilian 
surge in President Obama’s new strat-
egy for Afghanistan? In his address to 
the Nation on Tuesday night, the 
President said that there are three 
parts to his Afghanistan strategy: a 
military effort, a civilian surge, and 
partnership with Pakistan. But while 
the President spoke at great length 
about the military effort and about 
Pakistan, he gave virtually no details 
about the civilian surge. In fact, he de-
voted only one sentence of his speech 
to it—a brief sentence about agricul-
tural assistance. 

Earlier this year, with great fanfare, 
the President unveiled his plans for a 
civilian engagement. He said it would 
help the Afghan people to rebuild their 
economy, infrastructure, education 
system, justice system, government, 
and civil society. I supported this pol-
icy because I believe that helping the 
Afghan people to improve their lives is 
the best way to defeat violent extrem-
ists. But it’s now painfully obvious 
that the White House has all but for-
gotten about the civilian surge. It ap-
pears to have been lost in his plan to 
escalate the war with 30,000 more 
troops, which is deeply disappointing 
to me. But it’s not the only reason why 
I oppose the escalation. I oppose it be-
cause the American people don’t sup-
port it and can’t afford it. In fact, 
America’s military spending in Afghan-
istan alone next year will now exceed 
the entire official military budget of 
every other country in the world. 

The escalation will also lead the Af-
ghan people to see our troops as an oc-
cupying army, and the history of Af-
ghanistan shows that the Afghan peo-
ple will never accept a foreign occupa-
tion. As a result, the plan will boo-
merang because it will help the 
Taliban when they are recruiting for 
new members. 

The escalation will also lead to more 
casualties of our troops and it will con-
tinue to stretch our military forces, 
which are already stretched much too 
thin. It will reduce the dwell time for 
our troops back home between deploy-
ments, placing even greater burdens on 
them and on their families. 

The President’s new strategy, Mr. 
Speaker, also doesn’t include a real-
istic exit plan. The President talks 
about transferring responsibility for 
the war to Afghanistan within 18 

months, but since there is very little 
chance that the Afghans will be ready 
by then, our troops are likely to be 
stuck for many, many years to come. 

Finally, I’m disappointed in the 
President’s plan because it continues 
to rely on the military option that has 
failed. At the same time, it ignores the 
far more effective alternative that is 
available to us. That alternative is 
smart security. Smart security calls 
for a strong emphasis on diplomacy, 
humanitarian aid, and economic devel-
opment for the Afghan people. That is 
what will stabilize Afghanistan. That 
is what will win the hearts and minds 
of the Afghan people. 

More broadly, smart security in-
cludes a comprehensive plan that 
would eliminate the root causes of ex-
tremism in Afghanistan and elsewhere. 
It dismantles existing networks of ex-
tremists, and it would stop the spread 
of nuclear and conventional arms 
around the world. I have proposed a 
smart security platform for the 21st 
century, Mr. Speaker, and it’s in my 
bill, House Resolution 363. I invite 
every Member of the House to read it 
and to work with me to implement it. 

Mr. Speaker, I’m as committed to de-
feating extremism in Afghanistan as 
anyone, and I do not believe that sim-
ply pulling our troops out of Afghani-
stan overnight is the right way to go. 
But I do believe that the Afghan people 
need political, economic, and social so-
lutions for their problems. They do not 
need a military solution. That’s why I 
will join with others throughout our 
Nation in the days ahead to oppose the 
escalation of this war and to urge the 
President to shift to smart security to 
make our Nation and the world a safer 
place. 

f 

GITMO AND YEMENI DETAINEES 

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

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, in a speech 
at West Point earlier this week, Presi-
dent Obama explicitly designated 
Yemen as an emerging al Qaeda strong-
hold. The President stated, ‘‘Where al 
Qaeda and its allies attempt to estab-
lish a foothold—whether in Somalia or 
Yemen or elsewhere—they must be 
confronted by growing pressure and 
strong partnerships.’’ How can the 
President reconcile these legitimate 
concerns about Somalia and Yemen 
while simultaneously releasing Guan-
tanamo Bay detainees to these dan-
gerously unstable countries? 

Last month, the Obama administra-
tion secretly released another detainee 
to Yemen—information hidden from 
the American people under a provision 
in the FY 2009 spending bills explicitly 
prohibiting the disclosure of any infor-
mation to the American people. If the 
American people knew who these de-
tainees were, the acts of terror they 
have committed, or to which countries 
they were going to be released, they 
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