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based and cost-effective, especially in the cur-
rent fiscal environment. The immense public
territory on which this cultivation could occur
makes aerial surveillance akin to finding a
needle in a haystack: it would involve great
expense and a militaristic approach to policing
vast public lands. Given the practical chal-
lenges and enormous resources that would be
required to make a sizable dent in eradicating
marijuana cultivation on public lands, the pol-
icy proposed by H. Res. 1540 is neither evi-
dence-based nor cost-effective. If we are to
devote more resources to reducing the supply
of illegal drugs in the United States, domestic
eradication programs are not the best use of
taxpayer dollars.

As the Chair of the Domestic Policy Sub-
committee of the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform, with oversight jurisdiction
over the Office of National Drug Control Pol-
icy, | have held several hearings in the past
year which have established that science and
research support focusing our counterdrug
dollars on drug treatment and evidence-based
drug prevention programs. These hearings
have also demonstrated that it is a more effec-
tive use of our resources to reduce and pre-
vent the public health consequences of drug
use such as HIV transmission and overdose
deaths.

As Secretary of State Clinton has acknowl-
edged, reducing U.S. consumption of drugs is
one of the most effective ways we can help
Mexico combat its drug trade. | urge my col-
leagues to oppose this resolution.

———

SUPPORTING THE REAUTHORIZA-
TION OF THE CHILD NUTRITION
ACT

HON. DANNY K. DAVIS

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, December 17, 2010

Mr. DAVIS of lllinois. Madam Speaker, as
we close this year, | wish to voice my support
for the advancements we made to the Child
Nutrition Act this month. S. 3307, the Healthy,
Hunger-Free Kids Act of 2010, which the
President signed into law this month, will do
much to reduce child hunger and obesity.

Poverty is a stark reality for far too many
people in my Congressional District, in Chi-
cago, and in lllinois. In my Congressional Dis-
trict, the poverty rate based on 2008 Census
data was 22.6 percent—well above the na-
tional average. The child poverty rate in 2008
for my District was 34.1 percent, almost dou-
ble the national average. There are three pri-
mary child nutrition programs that this bill im-
proves: the National School Lunch Program;
Women, Infants, and Children, WIC, Program;
and the Child and Adult Care Food Program.
In lllinois, there are over 1 million children who
benefit from the school Ilunch program,
300,000 who benefit from WIC, and 124,000
who benefit from the Child Care Food pro-
gram. These children will benefit from our im-
provements to the Child Nutrition Act, whether
they attend child care or school. Further, the
state of lllinois will receive approximately $11
million more dollars per year to help provide
food for these children in need.

In addition to increasing federal reimburse-
ments, | am proud that this bill will improve the
nutritional quality of children’s meals and re-
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duce the availability of high-calorie junk food
on school grounds. These steps will help tre-
mendously to promote health and reduce obe-
sity. | am very happy that this bill expands the
after-school supper program, which is esti-
mated to provide an additional 21 million
meals to low-income children. | have had
many people in Chicago tell me about the im-
portance of these programs for children. There
also are a number of enhancements to im-
prove the programs’ management and integ-
rity. For example, in high poverty communities,
the bill eliminates the requirement of paper ap-
plications and uses Census data to determine
school-wide eligibility. It also establishes pro-
fessional standards for food service providers
and improves food safety requirements.

Given the deep need for improvements in
the child nutrition law, | cast my vote in sup-
port of the Healthy, Hunger-Free Kids Act of
2010. This said, | wish to voice two dis-
appointments | have with this bill. First, al-
though we increased reimbursement rates per
meal by 6 cents, these new resources are not
sufficient to cover the local cost of providing
the federal free and reduced-priced lunches
and breakfasts. The U.S. Department of Agri-
culture estimates that school districts’ costs of
providing free lunches exceeds the federal re-
imbursement by over 30 cents per meal. In
urban areas like Chicago, this loss is much
closer to 75 cents per meal. Given that over
700,000 students in lllinois participate in the
low-income school lunch program, the finan-
cial burden to my school district is great. Sub-
sidizing food so that low-income children can
eat healthy meals and learn is important; | be-
lieve that the federal government should pro-
vide a greater share of the cost for caring for
its youngest and most vulnerable citizens.

Second, | am disappointed that one of the
offsets for this bill sent to us by the Senate is
a reduction in funding for poor families in need
of federal aid to purchase food. Children and
families who receive food assistance are some
of our most vulnerable citizens. In 2009, 1.46
million lllinoisans in 677,000 households re-
ceived food stamps with an average per
month of about $136 for a total benefit value
issued of $2.3 billion. There are many poor
families in Chicago and lllinois who need the
full amount of the food benefits. Even if the
impact is a few years away, | am disappointed
that my vote to provide much-needed improve-
ments in our child nutrition laws occurs by re-
ducing future benefits to the poor. | vow to
work actively with my colleagues to replace
this funding so that no reduction in food as-
sistance comes to fruition.

———

DOMESTIC FUEL FOR ENHANCING
NATIONAL SECURITY (D-FENS)
ACT OF 2010

HON. JAY INSLEE

OF WASHINGTON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, December 17, 2010

Mr. INSLEE. Madam Speaker, Admiral Mike
Mullen, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
recently commented at the 2010 Energy Secu-
rity Forum that “[the Department of Defense]
is using 300,000 barrels of oil every day. The
energy use per soldier creeps up every year.
And our number-one import into Afghanistan is
fossil fuel.” Admiral Mullen understands how
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critical an energy supply is to a combat troop;
but how safe are our troops if this oil comes
from overseas? Our defense sector should
adopt more sustainable fuels, which can be
produced here in the United States; for the se-
curity of our troops.

As an initial step forward, the Secretary of
the Navy, Ray Maybus, outlined five formal
energy goals to lead the Navy toward a more
energy secure fleet:

1. Evaluation of energy factors will be man-
datory when awarding Department of the Navy
contracts for systems and buildings.

2. Department of the Navy (DoN) will dem-
onstrate a Green Strike Group in local oper-
ations by 2012 and sail it by 2016.

3. By 2015, DoN will reduce petroleum use
in the commercial fleet by 50 percent.

4. By 2020, DoN will produce at least 50
percent of shore-based energy requirements
from alternative sources; 50 percent of Navy
and Marine Corps installations will be net-
zero.

5. By 2020, 50 percent of total energy con-
sumption will come from alternative sources.

To ultimately realize these goals we need to
dramatically scale up advanced biofuel pro-
duction in the U.S. One way to help scale this
nascent industry is to allow government enti-
ties to engage in longer term contracts with
fuel producers. These longer term contracts
will provide additional market certainty and will
ultimately help unlock private investment for
construction and development of large ad-
vanced biofuel refineries.

That is why | introduced the Domestic Fuel
for Enhancing National Security (D-FENS) Act
2010. This bill extends the multi-year con-
tracting authority for advanced biofuels from 5
years to 15 years.

In the great state of Washington, interests
from the private sector, universities, and major
airports are already working to bring the first
generation of biofuels to the market, and their
efforts can be greatly enhanced by this legisla-
tion. These fuels are based on plants such as
camelina, jatropha, and even algae; plants
that can be grown right in the Pacific North-
west. In addition to being able to grow these
feedstocks in our own backyard, research on
the next generation of biofuels is also creating
jobs at our highly regarded research institu-
tions. These efforts will make sure that the
U.S. secures its competitive edge in this field.

In closing, | urge my colleagues to cospon-
sor this bill, and hope that we can work to-
gether to move it toward passage as soon as
possible.

——————

PAUL KRUGMAN AND FACTS VS.
REPUBLICAN MYTHS

HON. BARNEY FRANK

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, December 17, 2010

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Madam
Speaker, in recent years Paul Krugman has
been, in my view, the single-most incisive and
accurate commentator on our economy. In the
New York Times today, December 17, he re-
buts very effectively the partisan effort to shift
blame for our recent economic crisis away
from the failures of deregulation and of finan-
cial irresponsibility in the private sector issued
by the four Republican Members of the Finan-
cial Crisis Inquiry Commission. It is of course
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the case that government policy failures
played some role in the crisis, but the most
egregious of these is ignored by these par-
tisans—the refusal of the Republicans in the
Bush administration, the Federal Reserve and
in Congress to support Democratic efforts to
restrict the kind of irresponsible predatory
mortgages that should not have been issued
and which were a major cause of the crisis.
As Mr. Krugman notes, “the G.O.P. commis-
sioners are just doing their job, which is to
sustain a conservative narrative. And a nar-
rative that absolves the banks of any wrong-
doing, that places all the blame on meddling
politicians, is especially important now that
Republicans are about to take over the
House.” Referring to the incoming Chairman
of the Financial Services Committee, Mr.
Krugman sadly, but with good reason, predicts
“that he and his colleagues will do everything
they can to block effective regulation of the
people and institutions responsible for the eco-
nomic nightmare of recent years.”

Madam Speaker, | ask that Paul Krugman’s
very important correction to an egregiously er-
roneous report be printed here.

[From The New York Times, Dec. 16, 2010]
WALL STREET WHITEWASH
(By Paul Krugman)

When the financial crisis struck, many
people—myself included—considered it a
teachable moment. Above all, we expected
the crisis to remind everyone why banks
need to be effectively regulated.

How naive we were. We should have real-
ized that the modern Republican Party is ut-
terly dedicated to the Reaganite slogan that
government is always the problem, never the
solution. And, therefore, we should have re-
alized that party loyalists, confronted with
facts that don’t fit the slogan, would adjust
the facts.

Which brings me to the case of the col-
lapsing crisis commission.

The bipartisan Financial Crisis Inquiry
Commission was established by law to ‘‘ex-
amine the causes, domestic and global, of the
current financial and economic crisis in the
United States.” The hope was that it would
be a modern version of the Pecora investiga-
tion of the 1930s, which documented Wall
Street abuses and helped pave the way for fi-
nancial reform.

Instead, however, the commission has bro-
ken down along partisan lines, unable to
agree on even the most basic points.

It’s not as if the story of the crisis is par-
ticularly obscure. First, there was a widely
spread housing bubble, not just in the United
States, but in Ireland, Spain, and other
countries as well. This bubble was inflated
by irresponsible lending, made possible both
by bank deregulation and the failure to ex-
tend regulation to ‘‘shadow banks,” which
weren’t covered by traditional regulation
but nonetheless engaged in banking activi-
ties and created bank- type risks.

Then the bubble burst, with hugely disrup-
tive consequences. It turned out that Wall
Street had created a web of interconnection
nobody understood, so that the failure of
Lehman Brothers, a medium-size investment
bank, could threaten to take down the whole
world financial system.

It’s a straightforward story, but a story
that the Republican members of the commis-
sion don’t want told. Literally.

Last week, reports Shahien Nasiripour of
The Huffington Post, all four Republicans on
the commission voted to exclude the fol-
lowing terms from the report: ‘‘deregula-
tion,” ‘‘shadow banking,” ‘‘interconnec-
tion,” and, yes, ‘“Wall Street.”
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When Democratic members refused to go
along with this insistence that the story of
Hamlet be told without the prince, the Re-
publicans went ahead and issued their own
report, which did, indeed, avoid using any of
the banned terms.

That report is all of nine pages long, with
few facts and hardly any numbers. Beyond
that, it tells a story that has been widely
and repeatedly debunked—without respond-
ing at all to the debunkers.

In the world according to the G.O.P. com-
missioners, it’s all the fault of government
do-gooders, who used various levers—espe-
cially Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, the gov-
ernment-sponsored loan-guarantee agen-
cies—to promote loans to low-income bor-
rowers. Wall Street—I mean, the private sec-
tor—erred only to the extent that it got
suckered into going along with this govern-
ment-created bubble.

It’s hard to overstate how wrongheaded all
of this is. For one thing, as I've already
noted, the housing bubble was inter-
national—and Fannie and Freddie weren’t
guaranteeing mortgages in Latvia. Nor were
they guaranteeing loans in commercial real
estate, which also experienced a huge bubble.

Beyond that, the timing shows that private
players weren’t suckered into a government-
created bubble. It was the other way around.
During the peak years of housing inflation,
Fannie and Freddie were pushed to the side-
lines; they only got into dubious lending late
in the game, as they tried to regain market
share.

But the G.O.P. commissioners are just
doing their job, which is to sustain the con-
servative narrative. And a narrative that ab-
solves the banks of any wrongdoing, that
places all the blame on meddling politicians,
is especially important now that Repub-
licans are about to take over the House.

Last week, Spencer Bachus, the incoming
G.0.P. chairman of the House Financial
Services Committee, told The Birmingham
News that ‘“‘in Washington, the view is that
the banks are to be regulated, and my view
is that Washington and the regulators are
there to serve the banks.”

He later tried to walk the remark back,
but there’s no question that he and his col-
leagues will do everything they can to block
effective regulation of the people and insti-
tutions responsible for the economic night-
mare of recent years. So they need a cover
story saying that it was all the government’s
fault.

In the end, those of us who expected the
crisis to provide a teachable moment were
right, but not in the way we expected. Never
mind relearning the case for bank regula-
tion; what we learned, instead, is what hap-
pens when an ideology backed by vast wealth
and immense power confronts inconvenient
facts. And the answer is, the facts lose.

——

H.R. 5987, THE SENIORS
PROTECTION ACT

HON. LUCILLE ROYBAL-ALLARD

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, December 17, 2010

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Madam Speaker, |
rise today in support of H.R. 5987, the Seniors
Protection Act.

H.R. 5987 would provide a one-time pay-
ment of $250 to 54 million American seniors,
retired and disabled veterans, and disabled in-
dividuals.

Due to low inflation rates, there has not
been a COLA, or cost of living adjustment, in
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an unprecedented two years. But that doesn’t
mean America’s seniors aren’t hurting. In the
absence of a COLA this modest payment will
help America’s seniors weather these tough
economic times.

In today’s economy seniors are confronted
by loss of pension income and retirement sav-
ings, high prescription drug costs, and re-
duced access to affordable housing.

While Republican politicians turn a blind eye
to seniors and defend America’s millionaires
club, the leaders in the Democratic Party con-
tinue to work for the dignity of older Ameri-
cans.

The Seniors Protection Act is another effort
in the time tested tradition of the Democratic
Party defending the rights and interests of
America’s senior citizens.

We are the party that established Medicare
and Social Security, and last year instituted
the Seniors Task Force to continue the work
the Democrats have done on behalf of sen-
iors.

If not for Social Security assistance, more
than 13 million low-income elderly Americans
would fall into destitution.

With so many seniors this close to the pov-
erty line, you can be sure that this payment—
while small—will have a significant impact on
the economic security of millions.

Aside from the import this will have on
America’s seniors, studies show that disburse-
ments of this nature are a very effective eco-
nomic stimulus.

When Social Security beneficiaries received
$250 payments as part of the 2009 Recovery
Act, 125,000 jobs were created or saved.

We have an opportunity here to make im-
mediate, tangible improvements to both the
lives of millions of seniors and the American
economy. Please join me, and my colleagues
on the Seniors Task Force in supporting H.R.
5987—The Seniors Protection Act.

IN MEMORY OF PATRICK D. DEANS

HON. JOHN L. MICA

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, December 17, 2010

Mr. MICA. Madam Speaker, | rise today in
memory of Patrick D. Deans who was killed in
military action December 12, 2010 in Afghani-
stan, Kandahar Province. This 22 year old
youthful Army soldier and his family lived in
and near the 7th Congressional District. Pat-
rick was raised in the St. Cloud area and |
never had a chance to meet him. Because he
did not reside in my congressional district at
the time of his death | was not officially noti-
fied of his passing. | read about Patrick’s life
and his service and his death in our local
newspaper.

When | read what this young soldier wrote
in his Facebook posting on November 10th,
one month prior to his being killed in a suicide
bomber attack, | felt compelled to include his
words and some of his life story in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD. In his commentary Pat-
rick said, “A veteran is someone who, at one
point in their life, wrote a blank check payable
to the United States of America for an amount
up to, and including their life. That is beyond
honor and there are way too many people in
this country who no longer remember that
fact.”
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