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than ever before that by working to-
gether, not just as Democrats and Re-
publicans or Libertarians or Independ-
ents, but as Americans we’re going to
come up with the solutions we need, as
you say, to find this uniquely Amer-
ican solution to our health care crisis.
It’s going to happen. And, as we said
tonight, in part it’s going to be by
leveraging the marketplace, using the
marketplace to leverage down prices
for everyone.

After all, for those of you who are lis-
tening tonight, do you want to pay the
higher price or the lowest price for the
medical care that you need? Today the
price is whatever they can get.

So I look forward to working with all
my colleagues on the floor in the House
and working with the Senate to bring
about the solutions that we need.

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr.
KAGEN, as a closing comment I will
just say that, as much agreement as
we’ve had over the last hour, there’s
going to be disagreement. There are
going to be people that try to stand in
the way of this change happening. And
there’s a memo circulated by a Newt
Gingrich pollster going around Wash-
ington now and around the circles that
want to stop reform from happening,
and it sort of lays out the case for how
you can stop health care reform. But
it’s interesting because one of the un-
derlying points of that memo, based on
the polling that this pollster had done
around the country, was that this year
you can’t be for nothing. This year you
have to be for something.

Now, he undergoes a very cynical
analysis of how, in the end, you stop
reform from happening. But the mes-
sage, even through this conservative
Republican pollster, is clear: People
want change. And I think they’re going
to get it this year.

I thank the Speaker for giving us
this time, and we yield back our bal-
ance.

—————
THE STIMULUS PLAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. LATOURETTE) is recognized for 60
minutes.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
thank you for the recognition, and I
thank the minority leader for giving
me the opportunity to take some of the
Republican time this evening. And
we’re going to talk about a couple of
things that, one, we’ve talked about
before, and two, we’re going to talk
about this mess.

Never in my lifetime did I think that
the United States of America would
not only own a lot of banks in this
country, but also two of the big three
automakers are soon to be owned by
the American taxpayers.

The first issue of business, just to do
some cleanup, you will recall, Mr.
Speaker, that earlier in the year, in
President Obama’s stimulus bill there
was a provision, originally it was in-
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serted by the Senate, and the Senate
indicated that AIG executives should
not receive exorbitant bonuses unless
there were some conditions put on it.
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That legislation, that section of the
stimulus bill was authored by a Demo-
crat and Republican: Senator SNOWE,
the Republican of Maine, and Senator
WYDEN, the Democrat of Oregon. And
the House version was silent. And then
it went into this conference committee
and, Mr. Speaker, you know well that
when we pass something and the Sen-
ate passes something and they’re not
exactly the same, we have to have a
conference and we have to work out
the details and resolve things.

So there was a conference com-
mittee. Sadly, there weren’t any Re-
publicans on the conference com-
mittee. The conference committee was
comprised of all—completely of Mem-
bers of the Democratic Party. And in
that conference room, somebody took
out the Snowe-Wyden language that
put restrictions on the AIG bonuses
and instead put in this paragraph,
about 50 words over there to my far
left, that not only removed the Snowe-
Wyden language but it put in that
paragraph—and that paragraph, if you
read it closely, indicates that not only
were we not going to put restrictions
on the AIG bonuses but that specifi-
cally protects them because it says any
bonus that was entered into before
February 11 of this year—which hap-
pens to be the date that the stimulus
bill passed, the conference report
passed—is protected and you’re not
going to mess with it.

Well, a lot of people were embar-
rassed, and I would dare say—and I
don’t cast aspersions on my Demo-
cratic friends. I suspect a lot of them
didn’t know about it. But every Demo-
crat in the House of Representatives
voted for the stimulus bill with the
AIG bonuses protection language in-
cluded in it except for 11, and every Re-
publican voted against it. And we had
made kind of a simple argument. If you
remember, the stimulus bill was a
thousand—it was over a thousand pages
long and it spent upwards of $790 bil-
lion of taxpayers’ money. And we had
sort of this novel idea, and that was
maybe Members of Congress should
have the opportunity to read the bill
before we are asked to vote on it.

So the Tuesday of that week we had
a motion on the floor and everybody,
every Republican, every Democrat
voted that we would have 48 hours to
read the bill. And as a matter of fact,
it further stipulated that it would be
put on the Internet just in case some of
our constituents were wondering how
the government was going to spend $792
billion of their money.

A funny thing happened between
Tuesday and Thursday at midnight,
and that is apparently the President
had promised he would have the stim-
ulus bill on his desk for signature for
the President’s Day weekend, and that
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weekend was the President’s Day week-
end. So the bill was filed at about mid-
night on Thursday night and it was
brought to the floor. And rather than
having 48 hours, we had 90 minutes—90
minutes—to read a thousand pages of
how the hundreds of billions of dollars
were being spent. And son of a gun, it
got missed that this paragraph was in
there protecting the AIG bonuses.

The next day, if you remember the
news, Mr. Speaker, everybody was
shocked. The President was shocked,
Members of Congress were shocked. We
can’t believe it. We couldn’t believe
that $173 million was going to be given
out to AIG executives in the form of
bonuses. How can this happen? You
have to do something about it. You
have to lock them up.

They came up with a goofy idea to
put a bill on the floor—and I said it
wasn’t a fig leaf, it was a fig tree—that
we should tax these bonuses at 90 per-
cent. And oh my gosh. First of all, the
thought that we would use the United
States Tax Code to punish people that
we’re mad at to the tune of 90 percent
is nuts; but then secondly, if you look
at the top bonus receiver at AIG, he
was getting $6.4 million. And so if we’re
really, really mad at them, why are we
only taking 90 percent away from them
in taxes? Why don’t we take the whole
thing? That guy or gal—I don’t remem-
ber if it was man or woman—still got
$640,000.

Somebody in my district making
40,000 a year has to work 16 years to get
$640,000. So clearly stupid, clearly peo-
ple were embarrassed.

So we have been on the floor the last
little bit, and most people who grew up
in my generation are familiar with the
very fine Hasbro game Clue, and we
have been trying to determine how
that paragraph got into the bill 'cause
nobody wants to claim it. It just all of
a sudden showed up, but we know that
can’t be right. Somebody had to phys-
ically take out the Snowe-Wyden lan-
guage and put in this language.

So we do have a game of Clue that
we’re working our way through. And I
think, hopefully, we’re going to be
close to solving it.

And just around the board, Mr.
Geithner, who is the Treasury Sec-
retary, Rahm Emanuel—who happens
to be the President’s chief of staff—
CHARLIE RANGEL, who is the Ways and
Means chairman, Senator DoDD from
Connecticut, who was the chairman of
the Senate Banking Committee, the
Speaker of the House, Mrs. PELOSI, and
the leader of the Senate, Mr. REID of
Nevada.

If you remember, in the game of Clue
you have to identify where the thing
happened, what was the weapon used
and who did it. And over the last cou-
ple months we’ve made amazing
progress. We know that the weapon
used was a pen—might have been a
computer but we’re going to go with a
pen. We also know from the President’s
reports that it either happened in the
Speaker’s office where there was shut-
tle diplomacy going back and forth, or
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the conference room. And now we just
have to get down and figure out who
did it because nobody is willing to
stand up and say who did it.

Mr. Geithner, the Treasury Sec-
retary, has testified that he got in-
structions from Senator DoODD’s staff.
Senator DODD says, Okay. Maybe we
put it in but we did it at the request of
the Treasury. We ruled out Mr. RANGEL
because we don’t think he had any-
thing to do with it. But Mr. Emanuel,
the Speaker, and the majority leader
were in the room when the deals were
being cut. And so we’re just trying to
figure out who did it.

And it would be nice so we could
move on to other things if the person
that did it would come forward and
say, You know what? I wrote those 50
words to protect $173 million in bo-
nuses at AIG and here’s why I did it.
But sadly, we haven’t had anybody step
up to the plate and be willing to talk
about that.

So we filed what’s known as a resolu-
tion of inquiry, and if there is a very
cooperative bipartisan person in the
story, it’s BARNEY FRANK, who is the
chairman of the House Financial Serv-
ices Committee, a Democrat from Mas-
sachusetts, and he moved that legisla-
tion out of his committee—I think the
vote was 63, 64-0. Everybody said let’s
get to the bottom of it. But now
sadly—and somebody who’s not pic-
tured here is the distinguished major-
ity leader of the House of Representa-
tives, Mr. HOYER of Maryland. He has
the power to schedule things and not
schedule things, and sadly, we’re now
entering our third month and Mr.
HOYER has not seen fit to schedule this
legislation on the floor for consider-
ation.

But Chairman FRANK did organize a
meeting with folks at the Treasury,
and they had promised to send us a let-
ter. And they have indicated in this
letter that we might finally be able to
say that it was, for instance, Senator
DoDD in the conference room with the
pen. So we hope to get there from here.

But, sadly, this isn’t where it stops.

The automotive world has been shak-
en by the bankruptcies, forced bank-
ruptcies of Chrysler and General Mo-
tors. And the auto world has been
shaken with the forced bankruptcy of
Chrysler and now General Motors this
week. And a couple of things happened
that have again spawned our curiosity
and we can’t quite get to the bottom of
it.

Chrysler. We’ll start with Chrysler.
Chrysler filed a viability plan with the
Treasury on February 17, and that was
rejected. They then filed another one
and it was accepted. And they sent on
the Wednesday of the week that the
President made his announcement on
April 30, anybody that was a UAW
member, United Auto Worker, who
worked for the Chrysler facilities went
to the ballot box, if you will, to deter-
mine whether or not to authorize a new
contract that gave pretty serious con-
cessions in terms of wages, health care
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benefits, retirement benefits to Chrys-
ler.

And one plant in my district—I'm
from northeastern Ohio, Twinsburg,
Ohio, stamping plant there, 1,200 people
employed—they went and they said,
Look, we want to keep our jobs and so
even though these are pretty signifi-
cant reductions in pay and benefits,
we’re going to vote for it. And they did.
Eighty-eight percent of the auto-
workers in Twinsburg voted for the
contract. They were further
emboldened and happy because this
paragraph that’s on this chart was spe-
cifically bargained for by the
Twinsburg workers with Chrysler—and
you can read it for yourself, Mr. Speak-
er—but it basically indicates that
Chrysler has agreed to bring more
work to Twinsburg. So 88 percent of
the people voted for it. And as a matter
of fact, all across the country the con-
tract passed pretty handedly.

Then you fast forward to Thursday.

Thursday, if you were interested and
you are a Member of Congress, you
could get on a conference call with the
President’s automotive task force and
they indicated to us that it’s a great
day for Chrysler and we’re saving a lot
of jobs. There will be no disruptions.
There will be no displacements. People
aren’t going to lose their jobs and com-
munities aren’t going to be affected. So
I was pretty happy. I sent out a press
release saying ‘‘thank you” to the
President, ‘‘thank you’” to his task
force, ‘“‘thank you’ to Chrysler, ‘‘thank
you” to the UAW, that this looked like
pretty good news.

Then at noon that day, that’s what
President Obama had to say on noon on
April 30. He indicated, Lest no one
should be confused about what a bank-
ruptcy process means, it will not dis-
rupt the lives of the people that work
at Chrysler or live in communities that
depend on Chrysler.

So that’s pretty good news.

So the President says no people’s
lives are going to be disrupted who
work at Chrysler and no communities
will be disrupted. Which, again, just
from my parochial view was pretty ex-
citing because 13 percent of the tax
base where this stamping plant is lo-
cated is based upon the stamping plant
and the people that work there.

So the mayor was relieved. She sent
out a press release. Everything was
good.

So then at 1 o’clock on April 30, we
had a conference call with Robert
Nardelli. He was former chief executive
officer at Chrysler. And it was a ques-
tion-and-answer session. And the first
question was asked by the Democratic
Governor of the State of Michigan,
Jennifer Granholm. And she said, Con-
gratulations, guys. This is great news.
I just heard the President, but I want
to make sure that the President wasn’t
speaking in code because I heard him
say that this deal saves 30,000 jobs and
we, especially in Michigan, know that
more than 30,000 people work for Chrys-
ler. It’s about 39,000. So I'm just asking
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it to make sure that he wasn’t saying
we saved 30,000, but we couldn’t save
the other 9,000. And the answer was,
Absolutely not. The President was just
giving us a round number and there
would be no disruptions to people’s
lives and no disruptions to the commu-
nities.

Well, son of a gun, that afternoon
there was a pretty famous picture in
most of the newspapers of this young
guy with a truck taking these bankers
boxes into the bankruptcy court up in
New York. And buried in that set of
documents is an affidavit by a guy
named Robert Manzo. Mr. Manzo hap-
pens to be one of the consultants who
was guiding Chrysler through this
process. And in there it identifies eight
plants and 9,000 people that are going
to be shut down, including the
Twinsburg plant. And, clearly, that
came as kind of a shock to people. And
I have an article that talks about—
they interviewed the President of
Local 122 in Twinsburg, and he said,
Well, what do you think? And his re-
sponse—Doug Rice is his name—he
said, I don’t know if I was told the
whole truth on everything. I don’t feel
like I was. It would be a shame if this
was something that was known for
some time. If they kept this back from
people, that’s wrong. That’s wrong.

He was later on a radio program, and
the host of the radio program asked
him, Would that vote have been the
same had you had the information you
have now? And he says no. Needless to
say, people ain’t gonna vote to elimi-
nate their jobs. And I think Mr. Rice is
right. What autoworker would go to
approve a contract on the belief that
their jobs are going to be saved if they
really think their jobs are going to be
gone?

So we have developed, Mr. Speaker,
Clue, the travel edition now, to supple-
ment our work on AIG. And in this
case clearly—I mean, the documents
that were wheeled into the bankruptcy
courts on the afternoon of April 30 with
Mr. Manzo’s affidavit, clearly some-
body knew. Somebody knew that when
the President got up and delivered this
happy news, this good news that five
plants—eight plants were going to be
closed and 9,000 people across the coun-
try were going to be out of work.

And here’s how silly it got. One of
the next questions was by a Demo-
cratic Representative from Wisconsin,
GWEN MOORE, who represents the Mil-
waukee area, and she said, Hey, Mr.
Nardelli, how about our plant in Keno-
sha, Wisconsin? Eight hundred people
and we are really proud of it. It has a
long history of manufacturing auto-
mobile parts. And so are we going to be
okay? And Mr. Nardelli says, We’re
proud of Kenosha, Wisconsin. Kenosha
is part of the new Chrysler, and we
very much look forward to continuing
that partnership.

Sadly, like my stamping plant in
Twinsburg, the Kenosha plant was one
of the eight scheduled to be shut. Obvi-
ously, Representative MOORE had some
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questions and said, Well, I asked you.
It’s not like I didn’t ask you. I asked
you about Kenosha, Wisconsin. And
Mr. Nardelli’s response was he got con-
fused. He confused Kenosha, Wisconsin,
with Trenton, Michigan. They don’t
sound alike to my ear, but when he was
saying that Kenosha, Wisconsin, was
safe, he really meant Trenton, Michi-
gan.
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In addition, the mayor of my town,
Katherine Procop, wrote Mr. Bloom on
the President’s task force and said I
heard the President say no commu-
nities were going to be affected. We're
just taking a pretty big whack here;
what’s going on? And she got a nice
letter back, and the letter said, well,
what the President meant to say was
that no communities were going to be
disrupted other than the eight with the
plant closures and the 9,000 people out
of their jobs

The problem with that is that was
known by no one. Nobody knew, at
least the auto workers, the elected offi-
cials, the mayor and others, that this
was going to happen. And when you ask
them, they said, well, we couldn’t tell
anybody, it was a secret. Somebody
knew, because it was in the documents.

So we have created Clue, the travel
edition, and this time instead of a pen,
we know that the weapon is an ax, be-
cause they axed 9,000 people who work
in this country and had good, paying
jobs. And again, we have the same
rooms where these negotiations took
place, and our suspects this time are
the President of the United States.
President Obama is up there; Larry
Summers, who is the President’s eco-
nomic adviser; down here Mr. Nardelli,
who I referred to, the former CEO of
Chrysler, the ax of course; Ron Bloom,
whom I referenced and communicated
with my mayor; again, Mr. Geithner,
the Treasury Secretary; and up here is
President George W. Bush.

Now, somebody in this Clue edition
knew that eight plants were going to
be closed and how easy would it have
been for the President’s speech writers
to give him the information that, great
news, we saved 30,000 jobs, we saved all
these plants, but we can’t save them
all. It’s like four words. But rather
than diluting the happy message,
somebody didn’t tell eight cities, eight
plants, 9,000 workers, that their jobs
were to be lost, and I think it’s a
shame.

And again, I should just tell you, no-
body is stepping up yet. The call that I
referenced with Governor Granholm
and Representative MOORE was tape-re-
corded, and I called up the Chrysler
guys. And I said, hey, the thing was
tape-recorded; why don’t you let us
have the tape. And first response was,
it wasn’t tape-recorded. And I said,
well, you know, my hearing isn’t what
it used to be when I was in my 20s, but
I do remember people saying it was re-
corded. And then they called back and
said, yes, it was recorded, we have a
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transcript. And I said, well, send it
over, and they said, sure. And I said,
how about that courier? They said
sure. And so that was in the morning.

About 5 o’clock in the afternoon. You
know, I'm looking around, I don’t see
any package from Chrysler. And so I
called back and was told that the law-
yers have it. And listen, anytime the
lawyers get a hold of something, you
know you’ve got a big problem. And so
I was beginning to think that I wasn’t
going to get this transcript. And then a
couple days later, they called and said,
I'm sending you a letter. And I said, I
think that means I'm not getting my
transcript. And they said absolutely
not, we’re not sending you the tran-
script.

And again, if the facts were not as I
just laid them out, the transcript
speaks volumes. I mean, it is what it
is. And again, in the game of Clue, I
mean, who knew? Who knew? And I
yield to my friend, Mr. TIBERI.

Mr. TIBERI. Well, I thank the gen-
tleman and my friend from north-
eastern Ohio. Your explanation and
your comments have been very, very
enlightening. I'm pleased to be here to
participate in the travel edition, as
well as the original edition.

I'm a bit confused, though. You
haven’t explained why the pictures, the
six pictures—I understand five of the
six. But the top, as I'm looking at it or
as I guess the viewers are looking at it,
the top left, right there, why the
former President’s picture is on it
when he’s been out of town since mid-
January of this year.

Mr. LATOURETTE. That’s a great
question, and the reason that President
George W. Bush is up here is that
there’s some people that blame him for
everything bad. And so as a result, I
thought to be fair, just in case, even
though he was back in Crawford,
Texas, when all this was going on, just
in case, we should have President Bush
up there to satisfy those that blame
him for just about everything that has
happened.

I want to move on for just a second
before I yield to my friend again, and
the news has gotten worse. And the
news has indicated that in addition to
the 9,000 people who worked for Chrys-
ler that aren’t going to be able to work
for Chrysler anymore, for some reason,
through the bankruptcy, first Chrysler
indicated and sent notices to 789 auto
dealers across the country that they
needed to shutter their doors. And ac-
cording to the National Association of
Automobile Dealers, about 60 people
work on average at each auto dealer-
ship. And then this week’s news, with
General Motors news, 2,600 General Mo-
tors dealerships, and again, 60 employ-
ees.

So the first job loss is projected to be
47,000 roughly, second job loss 156,000.
So another 200,000 people are going to
be out of work. And you know, some
people don’t understand how an auto
dealer costs the car company any
money. And some people further think
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it’s a strange business model to have
less stores. You want to sell more stuff,
and in particular in rural areas and in
particular when it comes to their serv-
ice department.

On top of that, The Detroit News re-
ported on May 11 that this task force
that Mr. Geithner’s on and Mr. Bloom’s
on indicated that during the bank-
ruptcy proceedings not only were we
going to have to approve these closures
of these 789 Chrysler dealerships, they
also said they didn’t want Chrysler
spending any money on advertising
during the course of the bankruptcy.
And finally, when it was indicated to
them how stupid that was, they let
Chrysler spend half of what they in-
tended.

So, again, you have a business model
where the thinking is that Chrysler’s
going to be more successful with less
stores, and Chrysler’s going to be more
successful with no advertising, espe-
cially when it’s in the news and people
have concerns about buying a car from
a company that’s in bankruptcy.

So some strange decisions have been
made, and it’s caused some people to
ask Harley Shaiken, who is a labor ex-
pert at the University of California,
Berkeley, certainly not a hotbed of
conservative thought; he said the auto
task force tends to be a little tone deaf.
A large part of their approach tends to
be at cross-purposes with the stimulus
package. The Obama administration is
trying to spend money to create jobs at
the same time that they’re cutting
jobs.

I know my friend from Ohio knows
that another colleague of ours from
Ohio, Mr. JORDAN from the western
part of Ohio, participated in a hearing
in front of the Judiciary Committee.
And the question came up, These peo-
ple on the task force, do any of them
have experience in manufacturing,
manufacturing cars, selling cars, mak-
ing parts? And the answer was none,
nobody has. They had plenty of Wall
Street experience, but they don’t have
any experience when it comes to the
automotive industry.

And the witness went on to say—and
this was really startling—that most of
them don’t own cars, and not only
don’t they own cars, those that do own
cars drive foreign cars. But again, this
is a group of people that are making—
and they’re not elected, they’re ap-
pointed—this is a group of people that
are making these decisions that is
going to cost, if you add in the Chrys-
ler stuff, we’re getting north of—and
you have to put in the GM workers, an-
other 21,000 workers this week, you’re
north of 250,000 jobs. I yield to my
friend.

Mr. TIBERI. Well, and just to kind of
emphasize a point that you had made
earlier about your mayor and the re-
sponse that she got, that the Presi-
dent’s quote of it will not disrupt the
lives of the people who work at Chrys-
ler or live in communities that depend
on it, his quote, and then the reply
back to her meaning, well, those com-
munities outside those targeted for
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closing. Well, that doesn’t include, to
the point of your chart right there, the
thousands, the tens of thousands, the
hundreds of thousands of jobs that are
going to be lost by dealers throughout
America and many communities, and
those who are subcontractors within
the industry or others in the supply
chain, suppliers of different parts.

And we have in Ohio, as you know,
one of the larger presence of auto sup-
pliers throughout our State. And if you
look at the dealers, as your chart dem-
onstrates, 789 Chrysler dealers
throughout many small communities
and larger communities, 2,600 GM deal-
ers, many of whom by the way made
money last year. These are not dealers
that were struggling or going to be put
of business. They were making money.
They were employing people. They
were participating in their commu-
nities, in their Rotaries, sponsoring
Little League baseball teams. This is a
huge jolt to many communities
throughout our State, throughout our
country, let alone the plants that you
had spoke about earlier.

But there is a missing link here as to
who is calling these shots, how are
they determining which dealers close,
who is actually making the call, the
decision, that Chrysler cut their budg-
et in half, what kind of decisions are
being made with respect to General
Motors that we don’t know about. I
know I’m asking more questions rather
than providing answers. Maybe one day
we will get to some of these answers,
but I see the gentleman has a new
chart.

Mr. LATOURETTE. I thank you very
much, and I want to go back to Mr.
Manville because we know already that
the President’s task force determined
that Chrysler shouldn’t have an adver-
tising budget that they wanted to
have, and now with the GM news, it’s
sort of been like Pontius Pilate;
they’re washing their hands. These are
all decisions that have been made by
the car companies, we don’t have any-
thing to do with it.

But here’s an e-mail that was ex-
changed the day before the bankruptcy
filing between Robert Manzo and Mat-
thew Feldman, who is an attorney on
the President’s automobile task force.
And just to indicate the depths and the
breadth to which these unelected folks
who have plenty of bankruptcy experi-
ence and Wall Street experience but
don’t have any automobile experience
will go to, Mr. Manzo is saying, well,
do you think it’s worth giving us one
more shot. And the one more shot that
he’s referring to, he testified in court,
was maybe we don’t have to go to this
bankruptcy route, maybe we can come
to some agreement with our bond-
holders, and do we have to do this?

Well, the rather professional response
from Mr. Feldman is that I'm now not
talking to you, you went where you
shouldn’t. And Mr. Manzo backs up and
he apologizes, and Feldman writes him
another e-mail, it’s over, the President
doesn’t negotiate second rounds. We've
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given and lent billions of dollars so
that your team could manage this
properly, and now you’re telling me to
bend over to a terrorist like Lauria.

And Lauria is another bankruptcy
lawyer who represents some of the
bondholders in the GM suit, and I
think he might—I may be wrong about
that—but I think he represents the In-
diana Teachers Pension Fund. And he
was basically saying, it’s all well and
good that you want to do this, but I in-
vested teacher pension fund money in
Chrysler and you’re now telling me
that I have to go back to my clients
and say that I agreed to take five or
ten cents on the dollar. He could be
sued. He might be able to be put in jail.
So I don’t think that’s the definition of
a terrorist. And of course, Mr. Feldman
signs off with an affectionate ‘‘that’s
BS.”

So the day before you still have
Chrysler trying to work it out and the
President’s task force telling him to
take a hike. And the same thing hap-
pened this week. And if you look at
how this thing is being manipulated,
the same thing happened when—as you
know, the GM bankruptcy is in New
York as well, and people think that,
well, that’s kind of strange because we
thought General Motors was either or-
ganized under the laws of Delaware or
the laws of Michigan certainly. And as
a matter of fact they are, and you
don’t get into Federal court in New
York without some kind of nexus.

Well, 1o and behold, the brainiacs at
General Motors and on the President’s
task force found one General Motors
dealership in Harlem, New York, and
they are the lead pleader in the bank-
ruptcy so that they could get a New
York bankruptcy judge rather than
having it decided where the company
actually does business and people who
work there, you know, live.

Mr. TIBERI. Being a lawyer and
former prosecutor, can you explain the
advantages of a bankruptcy in New
York City rather than Detroit?

Mr. LATOURETTE. Well, I'm going
to tell you, first of all, you don’t have
the affected parties, and so all of the
people that worked for General Motors,
all of the dealers that depend on it,
they’re not in New York. They could
only find one dealer in Harlem, and so
you avoid that problem.

In addition, you are able to judge
shop. I mean, it’s called forum shop-
ping, and every lawyer would love, 1
mean love—lawyers like to win—every
lawyer would love to be able to go out
and pick his judge or her judge, be-
cause who wouldn’t? I mean, this judge
is tough, this judge is not so tough;
this judge is smart, this judge is not so
smart. So I mean if you could pick
where your case goes, you could do
pretty well. And it appears exactly
what our friends at the task force did
and our friends at General Motors did.

And then on top of it, I go back to
the job losses at the auto dealer. It’s
worse than that chart because every
dealer who sells GM products has got-
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ten a letter, and it’s either a you’re
gone letter or you’re safe letter. But
the guys that are safe, they are going
to be required, the dealers that are
going to be part of the new GM, to sign
participation agreements. And if they
don’t sign the participation agreement,
they’re out and they will lose their
franchise, their livelihood—their 60
people are out of work. And we have
both State and Federal legislation that
says, look, the car companies are pret-
ty powerful. They have bargaining
power that the small dealer doesn’t.
They’ve got lawyers, they’ve got mil-
lions of dollars.
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And so we’re not going to let this
sort of unfair stuff happen. But, again,
the beauty of picking a New York
bankruptcy judge is that they are ar-
guing that we should preempt all of
those laws, and the car dealers no
longer have protection.

So they’re telling them things like,
Well, you have to buy so many cars
from us, even if it’s a horrible business
decision. And they used to have these
noncompete clauses that the car com-
pany agreed not to put another GM
dealership within 2 miles or 5 miles, or
whatever the case may be. If we decide
to put a new GM dealership right next
to you, tough. That’s just the way it
goes.

It’s unconscionable. The Sopranos
would be proud of this letter by Gen-
eral Motors. It’s clearly not—I never
thought I'd see the day that this was
happening in the United States.

Mr. TIBERI. Would the gentleman
yield?

Mr. LATOURETTE. I'd be happy to
yield.

Mr. TIBERI. They could essentially
say to a dealer, If you don’t sign this
agreement which we could ultimately
say you’re going to rebuild your store,
you’re going to make it so many more
square feet, you're going to move your
location, if they don’t sign that, if that
business owner doesn’t sign that,
they’re out. They have absolutely no
leverage. All contract law has been vio-
lated.

Mr. LATOURETTE. General Motors
has made clear that there’s going to be
a new Chrysler and an old Chrysler—
the bad assets going to old Chrysler;
the new Chrysler, the good assets. The
same thing with General Motors. The
letter to the dealer is clear that if you
don’t sign these participation agree-
ments and agree to whatever terms we
can think of, you’re out. And you’re
going to go under the old General Mo-
tors. Not much of a choice.

We were talking about you, my
friend; our friend from the western part
of Ohio, Mr. JORDAN. We were talking a
little bit about your experience in the
Judiciary Committee. Maybe you can
share, since you were there. I tried to
relate it as best I could, but maybe you
could chat about what happened.

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Well, thank
you. I appreciate the gentleman for
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yielding and for this Special Order on
just a critical issue highlighting why
you should never start down this road
where government is making decisions
in private enterprise.

But the gentleman related 2 weeks
ago in Judiciary Committee we had
auto dealers, we had experts, and two
experts on the auto industry, unlike
the auto task force, which has no man-
ufacturing experience, no auto dealer
business experience. We had real ex-
perts in there talking about the fact
that these handful of people who are
making decisions that impact so many
communities and so many families
across this country really have just
that, no experience whatsoever in man-
ufacturing, and particularly auto man-
ufacturing.

I just appreciate my colleagues from
the Buckeye State pointing out—here’s
what is so frustrating. Government
caused this problem, and now govern-
ment is going to fix it? I mean, the
CAFE standards artificially plucked
out of the air, which are the reason,
frankly, one of the reasons that the
stamping facility in the Fourth Con-
gressional District was closed down,
announced foreclosure this Monday.
The lack of what I call a coherent,
commonsense energy policy.

Let’s remember where we were last
summer that really started to lead to
this situation. It was $4 gasoline. And
the fact that we don’t use the natural
resources we have in this country to
help this situation and specifically to
help this industry. Again, a failure of
government to do the right thing,
which helped bring us to this day.

Frankly, we’re only going to make it
worse, as my colleagues know, if we
pass this crazy cap-and-trade concept,
which will make it even tougher for
manufacturing and auto manufac-
turing. So that’s the frustrating part.

One last point before I yield back to
my colleague. I was on a conference
call Sunday night with some of the
members of the auto task force briefing
Members of Congress about what was
going to happen with the restructuring
at General Motors and, frankly, the an-
nouncements that were going to occur
the next day, June 1, 2009, when 11 GM
facilities, an announcement was made
they were going to close. Again, one of
which was in Ontario, Ohio, in Rich-
land County in the Fourth Congres-
sional District.

Mr. Sperling, a member of the auto
task force, stated in his comments that
the government, the auto task force,
wasn’t going to be involved in day-to-
day decisions about General Motors.
They would only get involved if it was
a ‘“‘major event.”

And so when his comments were done
and Members of Congress began to ask
questions, I finally got around to my
turn and I said, Mr. Sperling, you indi-
cated in your opening comments that
the auto task force, the government
would only get involved if it was a
major event. I said, It’s going to be
pretty major tomorrow when they shut
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down 11 facilities in 11 congressional
districts. What is your definition of
“major’’?

And here’s the scary thing. He didn’t
have one. He said it could be a merger,
it could be a major change in corporate
philosophy. He didn’t have a definition,
which just tells you they can do what-
ever they want, whenever they want,
and that’s why it’s so appropriate what
Mr. LATOURETTE and Mr. TIBERI are
doing here tonight on the floor of the
House of Representatives, showing the
chaos that they have caused in all
kinds of congressional districts, in all
kinds of families and communities
around this country.

So I want to applaud, again, the
Member from Ohio and his hard work
in trying to get to the bottom of this
and letting the American people know
what is really going on out there in
this important industry in our country.

With that, I would yield back.

Mr. LATOURETTE. I thank you, Mr.
JORDAN, for saying that. Listening to
your story, I couldn’t make that con-
ference call. I made one the next day
with Fritz Henderson, who’s the CEO
after the President fired the old CEO of
General Motors.

Hearing your description, it sounds
like the Supreme Court used to wrestle
with the definition of pornography.
They don’t know what the definition
is, but they’ll know it when they see it.
So perhaps a major event will be
known by the President’s task force
when they see.

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. If the gen-
tleman would yield.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Sure.

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. I think this is
important to understand. If President
Obama can fire the CEO of General Mo-
tors, then he can keep a facility open.
Frankly, his task force and members of
his Cabinet, who are traveling across
the Midwest right now, who are in our
State, in Ohio as we speak—they were
there yesterday and today—they owe it
to those communities like Twinsburg,
like Ontario. They owe it the those
workers, those families to go to those
facilities, look those workers in the
eye and explain to them why they
chose to shut down their facility and
keep another one open. They owe that
to them.

This is coming from someone whose
father worked 30 years at a General
Motors facility in Dayton, Ohio. I
know what it’s like for those families.
I remember when I was a kid and there
was talk of a possible layoff, talk of a
possible strike. The emotion that that
causes in a family and the concern that
caused within a family is real.

So we know what these families are
going through in Twinsburg, Ohio, and
Ontario, Ohio, and Michigan and other
States. We know what they’re going
through. Frankly, the auto task force
owes it to those families to come to
those communities and explain to them
why they’re closing their facility.

I yield back.

Mr. LATOURETTE. I'm glad my
friend brought that up, because one of
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the people that has been sent out as a
member of the auto task force, Mr.
Montgomery, and he was in Twinsburg,
and rather than explaining how
Twinsburg got picked and these 1,200
people are out of jobs, they were there
to announce a great new initiative, a
nationwide initiative, $50 million, to
take now 30,000 unemployed auto-
workers, $5 million for 30,000 unem-
ployed autoworkers, and transition
them to green jobs.

Now, I made the observation, and the
Labor Secretary didn’t like it very
much, but I made the observation at
the rate these guys are going, the only
green jobs that are going to be left are
cutting the grass of the Wall Street
guys that got the $700 billion bailout.
So some of this defies logic.

I just want to close the loop on these
auto dealers, not only the workers, but
the dealers. Because if you look who’s
being mnegatively impacted, it’s the
bondholders who had $27 billion in Gen-
eral Motors and they are being forced
to settle for peanuts or they’re called
not patriotic.

You have 30,000 autoworkers whose
livelihood and their family’s livelihood
depends upon getting up and going to
work for this company. You have the
communities that are impacted, and
you have over 200,000 people that work
at auto dealers.

Mr. Nardelli was on the witness stand
in New York and he was being ques-
tioned by Amy Brown, who’s an attor-
ney for the Chrysler dealers who
doesn’t seem real happy about this de-
cision. And the question was, Well,
what is it that these dealers are cost-
ing the company? Mr. Nardelli’s re-
sponse was, Well, there’s a host of ex-
penses relating to such things as tool-
ing, service training, advertising, and
sales incentives.

But when Ms. BROWN asked him to
quantify how much those things cost
the automaker, Mr. Nardelli said he
could not, and he wasn’t sure if the
automaker had ever determined those
exact costs.

So I don’t think that that’s what’s
going on here. I think that you have
people taking advantage of a bank-
ruptcy situation, a crisis, to engage in
an agenda that they perhaps have been
wanting to engage in for a very long
time. And I think that it’s disingen-
uous. And that’s why we have unveiled
Clue, the Travel Edition. We would like
to know.

I want to yield to my friend now, one
of the great champions of the auto in-
dustry from the State of Michigan
that’s been more impacted. I think at
lunch today I heard his State may
crest 25 percent unemployment as a re-
sult of some of these decisions.

My friend, Mr. MCCOTTER from
Michigan.

Mr. McCOTTER. I thank the gen-
tleman from Ohio and I thank him for
what he is doing today. As you men-
tioned, I come from the suburbs north-
west of Detroit. Obviously, what we
have seen with both Chrysler and with
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GM is very painful because of the
human cost involved: the workers at
these plants who will lose their jobs,
the manufacturing supply chain, those
employees and owners that will lose
their jobs, lose their small businesses,
and the dealers who will lose their jobs
and their small businesses.

But it will not simply be a Michigan
problem. It will not simply be a Mid-
west problem. As we found out from
the Chrysler dealerships that were
closed, it went across the country, all
the way from the Atlantic to the Pa-
cific.

Many of our colleagues all of a sud-
den remember that if auto manufactur-
ers have a problem, auto dealers have a
problem. This was not news to many of
us, but it portends what is going to
happen over the course of this year and
next year as these plants are closed.

The gentleman from Ohio, Mr.
LATOURETTE, the gentleman from Ohio,
Mr. KUCINICH, put forward a bipartisan
letter, which I was very grateful to be
able to sign, that talked about how
Congress should reexercise its power in
this area, how the task force should
have become advisory and brought the
stakeholders together in a process
similar to what was done with Chrysler
in the 1970s to allow all stakeholders to
come together, as opposed to being pit-
ted against each other, workers or in-
vestors, in the process that we saw,
which in the end turned out to be noth-
ing but a prepackaged bankruptcy that
could not be avoided.

At this point in time, obviously all of
us who have plants closed—I had my
Livonia power train assembly plant no-
tified it was going to close; 164 workers
going to lose their jobs. And I know
that next door to me we saw the Wil-
low Run assembly plant closed that
had produced the B-24 Liberator bomb-
ers that helped this Nation in World
War II.

Our thoughts are with those workers
and with all the workers who are going
to be displaced. But to those who think
again that this is simply an economic
problem for Michigan, for the Midwest,
I ask them a simple question. General
Motors was a symbol to the world of
the United States’ prosperity and secu-
rity. When this icon of the United
States went into bankruptcy, in the
nations that bode ill toward us, they
were gleeful. Because with General Mo-
tors going into bankruptcy, it sends a
clear signal to the world that the
United States is in decline, and into
that perceived vacuum these nations
will inject themselves to advance their
interests, with very detrimental re-
sults to the United States of America.

It is so often that we forget because
we live in a land of prosperity and se-
curity what these corporations, espe-
cially General Motors, have meant
throughout the world. It has not been
lost on the rest of the world. And you
ask yourself: If General Motors goes
into bankruptcy, what do they think?

We have already seen what the Rus-
sians think. We will soon find out what
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the Communist Chinese think. And ask
yourself this question as well: What do
you think is going to happen when cars
are made in Communist China, im-
ported into the United States for sale?
What does that tell us about the future
of the United States, both in terms of
its ability to defend itself by manufac-
turing the armaments necessary to un-
dergird a peace through strength policy
or the ability to provide prosperity for
its people.

It’s been a very painful week for
Michigan and for America. The manu-
facturing base will be far smaller. We
will get through this. We will help our
fellow citizens who are going through a
very difficult time, and we will emerge
stronger, if not larger.

I yield back to the gentleman from
Ohio.

Mr. LATOURETTE. I thank my
friend from Michigan. I just want to
bring to a conclusion this evening, we
hear a lot that we can’t deal with some
of the problems in the country because
we’re really busy here in the United
States Congress, and so we don’t have
floor time.

I talked a little earlier about the AIG
thing and the majority leader can’t
schedule it on the floor because we’re
really busy doing other stuff. As a mat-
ter of fact, when we broke for the Me-
morial Day district work period, the
Speaker and the majority leader and
the Democratic leadership had a big
press conference hailing all of the
great things that we did. But I can tell
you we didn’t do anything about Chrys-
ler, we didn’t do anything about Gen-
eral Motors.

And so I went back, and in the last
Congress, Mr. Speaker, you may re-
member that gasoline was going
through the roof. In Ohio, it topped $4
for the first time in my lifetime. And
you would think that we would be
doing something about a national en-
ergy policy here in the United States
Congress, the greatest deliberative
body in the world.

When the majority changed—and,
again, as Republicans, we did such a
swell job that the voters threw us out
and they installed the Democrats as
the majority. They took over and
began their legislative responsibilities
on January 29, 2007.
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Gas was about $2.22. On that day, the
most important thing that the major-
ity leader could schedule was congratu-
lating the University of California at
Santa Barbara’s soccer team. Gas goes
up a little bit to $2.24, and that’s get-
ting people’s attention. The most im-
portant thing we could do in the
United States Congress is pass a reso-
lution honoring National Passport
Month. Gas goes over $3, which has
people alarmed. My phones are ringing
off the hook, and my colleagues’
phones are ringing off the hook. On
that day, the most important thing we
could do is commend the Houston Dy-
namo soccer team.
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You see a pattern here, Mr. Speaker.
We are told, in order to be successful in
elective office, we have to get the soc-
cer moms. So, as gas is going through
the roof, we are congratulating a soc-
cer team in California and one down in
Texas. Just to make sure nobody is
confused, we like soccer and we like
soccer moms.

Gas goes up to $3.77, and the most im-
portant thing that the majority can
put on the floor is a resolution hon-
oring National Train Day. Most of us
like trains, but gas is $3.77. Gas goes up
to $3.84. We passed—and I had to look
this up because I didn’t know what a
“‘canid” was. When gas hit $3.84, we
passed the Great Cats and Rare Canids
Act. Again, if you have trouble with
canids, Mr. Speaker, that’s a dog. So
gas is $3.84. Our constituents are suf-
fering as they fill up their tanks, and
we’re talking about cats and dogs here
in the United States Congress. It gets
up to $4.09. It crosses $4 for the first
time. Do you know what? A lot of peo-
ple in my district don’t know this, but
2008 was the International Year of
Sanitation. So that was the most im-
portant thing we could do. Then out
here, when we get to $4.14, which is
about where it crested in Ohio—it
might have been higher or a little bit
lower in other States—the most impor-
tant thing that the majority can put
on the floor is the Monkey Safety Act.

So, again, when talking about tone
deaf, that made some of us think that
perhaps the new majority was tone
deaf, and we talked to them about it.
We said, Hey, you know, maybe we
could do other stuff. So this year, when
hundreds of thousands of people in this
country who work in the automotive
industry are losing their jobs, we’re
thinking, oh, they get it; they under-
stand you can’t do goofy things and
commemorative things when people
are losing their jobs.

BEarlier this year, 4,000 people were
axed at Chrysler. On that day, we hon-
ored former Senator Claiborne Pell. He
had a long, storied career, but we’ve
got 4,000 people out of work, and maybe
we could be doing something else; 9,500
Chrysler people are out. On that day,
the most important thing that the ma-
jority can put on the floor is a resolu-
tion supporting the goals and ideals of
national team dating. All of us think
team dating is important unless you
happen to be the father of one of the
team members; but we passed that res-
olution. You get up here just south of
10,000 Chrysler workers who are losing
their jobs; and son of a gun, we pass the
Monkey Safety Act again.

So we had time not to deal with gaso-
line prices, not to deal with an energy
policy, not to deal with the automotive
industry, but we did have time to take
up floor time, 2 years in a row, on the
Monkey Safety Act.

Then we got out here where 13,000
people are losing their jobs, and son of
a gun, I guess the Senate didn’t pass
the bill about cats and dogs, and so we
take more floor time talking about
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cats and dogs even though 13,000 people
have lost their jobs.

Then you get out here. This is an-
other guy who, I think, we all like, but
now 16,000 people are out of jobs, and
the most important thing the majority
can put on the floor is awarding a gold
medal to Arnold Palmer. I think most
of us like Arnold Palmer, and we think
he has had a nice career, but 16,000 of
our friends and neighbors are without
jobs. Then when it hits the top at
18,365, son of a gun, it’s National Train
Day Again.

So there clearly are difficulties with
priorities here in the House, and I don’t
want to disparage the Democratic lead-
ership too much. I would be happy to
yield to my friend in just a second be-
cause it’s not fair just to talk about
the Monkey Safety Act and National
Train Day and the International Year
of Sanitation.

I want my colleagues to know that,
since the beginning of this Congress,
the majority has also taken up floor
time at 40 minutes a pop to name all of
these post offices in the United States
of America. So, if you live in one of
these towns, Mr. Speaker, you can rest
assured that the United States Con-
gress is on the job and that we have
named your post office. So, when you
go in and get that 44-cent stamp, it has
got a name on it. The folks know that
each one of these takes about an hour
of floor time and a vote. I think there
are 14 of them. There may be a few
more. So that’s about 14 hours of pre-
cious time when the TUnited States
Congress could have been talking about
jobs at Chrysler, about jobs at GM and
about gasoline prices last year when we
couldn’t quite get there.

Just to close the loop on that
thought, as we know, 11 plants have
closed this week, GM plants, and an-
other 21,000 people are out of work. So
you would think, okay, because Chrys-
ler is smaller than GM, maybe we
didn’t think it was that huge; but Flag-
ship GM, as my friend from Michigan
has talked about, is a national icon. So
we came back from our district work
period yesterday, and just to make
sure that people don’t think that I'm
somehow bad-mouthing the Demo-
cratic majority, they really did stuff
yesterday to take care of the GM situa-
tion other than naming post offices.

Yesterday, we debated legislation on
the direct fish stocking of certain
lakes in Washington State, and we
commemorated the 75th anniversary of
the Great Smoky Mountains. Appar-
ently, the soccer moms have been re-
placed with basketball moms, and we
honored the University of Tennessee’s
women’s basketball team.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to my friend
from Michigan.

Mr. McCCOTTER. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

In fairness, I must point out that one
of the first things that this Demo-
cratic-controlled Congress did, in con-
junction with the administration, was
pass a $1 trillion stimulus bill, because
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I include the interest, and we’re all
going to have to pay it. The $1 trillion
stimulus bill had one provision that
would have particularly helped the
auto industry that was virtually elimi-
nated in the dead of night by a hidden
hand that also did something inter-
esting. The $1 trillion stimulus bill had
protected the AIG bonuses, and yet it
did nothing to prevent Chrysler and
GM autoworkers from going into bank-
ruptcy. At the time, I referred to it as
a post-American manufacturing bill. I
would just like to point out that,
sadly, events have proven that assess-
ment correct.

I yield back to the gentleman.

Mr. LATOURETTE. I thank the gen-
tleman.

Mr. TiBERI, I would yield to you for
an observation.

Mr. TIBERI. Well,
yielding.

The gentleman from Michigan brings
up the stimulus bill, and I just had a
thought cross my mind.

Not to add more questions rather
than answers, but maybe the next edi-
tion of Clue is to figure out how—as
the gentleman from the Cleveland area
knows and as the gentleman from west-
ern Ohio knows, just today, we find out
that 1,200 jobs in the Miami Valley at
NCR were lost from Ohio to Georgia, in
part because, at least according to the
employer, in the stimulus bill, there
were provisions to allow for a potential
office building/manufacturing facility
to be used to build and to lure jobs
from Ohio to Georgia, which is abso-
lutely outrageous. These aren’t the
types of jobs that we thought were
going to be created. These are pitting
States against States and localities
against localities.

So I would ask the gentleman from
Ohio if, maybe the next time we get to-
gether, we could add that to the auto
industry and to the AIG bonuses. These
are things that are done here, not on
this House floor, not in the people’s
House, but in one of those rooms be-
hind closed doors.

I yield back.

Mr. McCOTTER. Will the gentleman
yield for a question?

My question is: If these 1,200 jobs in
Ohio were in Ohio and they have moved
to Georgia, does the administration
consider them created or saved or is it
going to have to come up with a third
category—or shifted?

Mr. LATOURETTE. To answer the
gentleman’s question, I think it’s both.
I think we’ll see the administration
taking credit for saving 2,000 jobs and
for creating 2,000 jobs. It will be too
bad for the folks in the Miami Valley,
and that’s just the way it goes.

I would close with: we sent the Presi-
dent of the United States, President
Obama, a letter that was signed by 36
of our colleagues. I believe all of the
Members on the floor signed it. It basi-
cally asked the President to take a
deep breath. As Mr. JORDAN has indi-
cated, this unappointed task force, in
my opinion, is not serving the Presi-

thank you for
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dent of the United States well. So take
a deep breath.

Go back to 1979. There was Jimmy
Carter, Lee Iacocca and the problem
with Chrysler back in 1979. Have
thoughtful hearings. Have thoughtful
discussions. Have people who are expe-
rienced in the automotive industry or
who, at a minimum, own a car, and
let’s have this conversation. In that
case, my colleagues will remember, the
United States not only got paid back,
but we made money. We made $35 mil-
lion on the first Chrysler bailout. The
problem that the government had is
nobody ever expected us to make
money on it, so there was no provision
on how to spend it; but people at home
need not worry—that Congress at the
time figured out how to spend it rather
quickly. It goes to show that, when
done thoughtfully, it can be done okay.

So we come to Clue, the travel edi-
tion—and oh, by the way, we haven’t
heard back from the President yet. I
know he is overseas and that he is a
busy person being the leader of the
Free World, so he hasn’t had a chance
to get back to us. I hope that he does.
I hope he takes our suggestion. It is a
bipartisan letter—I want to say that—
from Republicans and Democrats who
are concerned about the autoworkers,
the plants, the auto dealers, and the
people who invest money.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I think it’s a
shame. You know, if our constituents
want safe monkeys, they can rest easy
tonight because we’ve passed that bill
twice. If you like cats and dogs, they’re
okay. You can rest easy. If you like
trains, it’s not a problem. If your post
office hasn’t been named this year, call
your Member of Congress, and I'll bet
we can slap a name on it sometime
rather than dealing with the problems
that ail the country.

If you’re a union member who works
for the United Autoworkers, too bad.
We don’t have time for any legislation
for you. We will train you for a green
job—cutting somebody’s grass. If you,
God forbid, were a stockholder in one
of these companies or invested money
in one of these companies, you’'re now
being told your investment is worth-
less, so things like secured debt don’t
mean ‘‘secured debt.” It’s a little bit
like the mortgage crisis. If you’re tired
of paying your mortgage, don’t worry
about it. We’ll pay it for you.

There is the supply chain that Mr.
TIBERI talked about, and there are the
dealers that, I think, we’ve all talked
about. We’re talking about 200,000 peo-
ple. Again, it doesn’t make sense.

I think Mr. JORDAN’s observation was
right on the money. First of all, we
have got to solve Clue, the travel edi-
tion, to figure out who did this. Sec-
ondly, I think they owe people an ex-
planation. Why did my plant get closed
and not somebody else’s? Why did this
dealership get closed and not somebody
else’s? Why are 1,200 people out of work
in my district and not someplace else?
Why are we picking on the dealers
when, according to Mr. Nardelli, he
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doesn’t know if they cost him any
money? It is, indeed, a strange business
model to think that you’re going to
sell more Chryslers with less stores and
with no advertising, but maybe that’s
just me.

Mr. Speaker, I thank you. I thank
my colleagues—two from Ohio and one
from Michigan—for joining us for this
hour.

I yield back our time.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

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

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
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:)

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 56 minutes, today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. SPRATT, for 5 minutes, today.

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

Mr. PoOE of Texas, for 5 minutes, June
10.

Mr. JONES, for 5 minutes, June 10.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, for 5 min-
utes, today.

Mr. WoOLF, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. PAULSEN, for 56 minutes, June 5.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, for 5 min-
utes, today.

Mr. MORAN of Kansas, for 5 minutes,
today and June 4.

(The following Member (at his re-
quest) to revise and extend his remarks
and include extraneous material:)

Mr. FLEMING, for 5 minutes, today.

———
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, 1
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 26 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Thursday, June 4, 2009, at 10
a.m.

——————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from
the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows:

1993. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Acibenzolar-S-methyl; Pes-
ticide Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2008-0270;
FRL-8413-7] received May 20, 2009, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

1994. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
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Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Bacillus thuringiensis
CrylA.105 protein; Time Limited Exemption
from the Requirement of a Tolerance [EPA-
HQ-OPP-2009-0101; FRI1-8417-3] received May
20, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Agriculture.

1995. A letter from the Chairman of the
Board, Farm Credit System Insurance Cor-
poration, transmitting the Corporation’s
final rule — Premiums (RIN: 3055-AA10) re-
ceived April 24, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

1996. A letter from the Chief Counsel, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Final
Flood Elevation Determinations [Docket ID:
FEMA-2008-0020] received May 4, 2009, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Financial Services.

1997. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Cali-
fornia; Determination of Attainment of the
1-Hour Ozone Standard for the Ventura
County Area [EPA-R09-OAR-2009-0133; FRL-
8909-6] received May 20, 2009, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

1998. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Mary-
land; Reasonably Available Control Tech-
nology Requirements for Volatile Organic
Compounds: Correction [EPA-R03-OAR-2009-
005 ; FRL-8909-5] received May 20, 2009, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

1999. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness
Directives; Sikorsky Aircraft Corporation
Model S-92A Helicopters [Docket No.: FAA-
2009-0351; Directorate Identifier 2009-SW-08-
AD; Amendment 39-15886; AD 2009-07-53] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received May 22, 2009, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

2000. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Establishment
of Class E Airspace; Morehead, KY. [Docket
No.: FAA-2008-0809; Airspace Docket No. 08-
ASO0-13] received May 22, 2009, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

2001. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness
Directives; McDonnell Douglas Model DC-8-
50 Series Airplanes; Model DC-8F-54 and DC-
8F-55 Airplanes; Model DC-8-60 Series Air-
planes; Model DC-8-60F Series Airplanes;
Model DC-8-70 Series Airplanes; and Model
DC-8-70F Series Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-
2008-1324; Directorate Identifier 2008-NM-101-
AD; Amendment 39-15875; AD 2009-08-02] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received May 22, 2009, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

2002. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness
Directives; Bombardier Model DHC-8-102,
DHC-8-103, DHC-8-106, DHC-8-201, DHC-8-202,
DHC-8-301, DHC-8-311, and DHC-8-315 Air-
planes Equipped with a Cockpit Door Elec-
tronic Strike System Installed in Accord-
ance with Supplemental Type Certificate
(STC) ST02014NY [Docket No.: FAA-2009-0313;
Directorate Identifier 2008-NM-144-AD;
Amendment 39-15769; AD 2008-26-03] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received May 22, 2009, pursuant to
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5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

2003. A letter from the Federal Register Li-
aison Officer, Department of Treasury,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Increase in Tax Rates on Tobacco Products
and Cigarette Papers and Tubes; Floor
Stocks Tax on Certain Tobacco Products,
Cigarette Papers, and Cigarette Tubes; and
Changes to Basis for Denial, Suspension, or
Revocation of Permits (2009R-118P) [Docket
No.: TTB-2009-0001; T.D. TTB-75; Re: Notice
No. 93] (RIN: 1513-AB70) received May 22,
2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

2004. A letter from the Federal Register Li-
aison Officer, Department of the Treasury,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Establishment of the Lake Chelan
Viticultural Area (2007R-103P) [TTB Docket
No.: 2008-0006; T.D. T'TB-76; Re: Notice No. 87]
(RIN: 1513-AB42) received May 5, 2009, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

2005. A letter from the Branch Chief, Publi-
cations and Regulations, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule
— Health Savings Accounts Inflation Adjust-
ments for 2010 (Rev. Proc. 2009-29) received
May 18, 2009, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

2006. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule
— Industry Directors’ Directive #2 on En-
hanced Oil Recovery Credit [LMSB Control
No.: LMSB-04-0409-014 Impacted IRM: 4.51.2]
received May 18, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

2007. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service,
transmitting the Service’s final rule —
Formless Conversion of Partnership to S
Corporation (Rev. Rul. 2009-15) received May
18, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

2008. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule
— Update for Weighted Average Interest
Rates, Yield Curves, and Segment Rates [No-
tice 2009-45] received May 13, 2009, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

2009. A letter from the Branch Chief, Publi-
cations and Regulations, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule
— Allocation and Reporting of Mortgage In-
surance Premiums [TD 9449] (RIN: 1545-BH84)
received May 13, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

2010. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service,
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Self-
determination of Deficiency Dividend under
Section 860(e)(4)(Rev. Proc. 2009-28) received
May 19, 2009, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

2011. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service,
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Use
of Actuarial Tables in Valuing Annuities, In-
terests for Life or Terms of Years, and Re-
mainder or Reversionary Interests [TD 9448]
(RIN: 1545-BH96; RIN: 1545-BI56) received May
6, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

2012. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule
— Sub-Issue Letter Rulings Under Section
355 (Rev. Proc. 2009-25) received May 6, 2009,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.
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