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legislative days to extend and revise
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the resolution as they see
fit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee?

There was no objection.

Mr. COHEN. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 1087
honors the life of John H. ‘“Jack”
Ruffin, Jr. Judge Ruffin began his dis-
tinguished legal career as a civil rights
attorney, and throughout his career
blazed a trail to advance civil rights
for all. Judge Ruffin spent most of his
life in the great State of Georgia. He
was born in Burke County, Georgia,
and graduated from Waynesboro High
and Industrial School. He attended
Morehouse College, and then moved to
Washington, D.C. to attend law school
at Howard University School of Law.
After graduating from law school,
Judge Ruffin returned to Georgia to
practice law.

Only 3 years into his legal career, he
filed lawsuits to desegregate the public
school systems of Richmond County
and Burke County in Georgia. After
several additional years of fighting for
civil rights, Judge Ruffin became the
first African American member of the
Augusta Bar Association. After 33
years of practicing law, Judge Ruffin
was administered the oath of office and
took the bench as the 62nd judge of the
Court of Appeals of the State of Geor-
gia.

He made history as the first African
American Superior Court Judge in the
Augusta Judicial Circuit, and Ilater
made history again when he served as
the first African American Chief Judge
of the Georgia Court of Appeals. At the
time of his death, Judge Ruffin held a
teaching position at Morehouse Col-
lege, still actively engaged in inspiring
those to follow.

To honor all of Judge Ruffin’s accom-
plishments, the new Richmond County
judicial center will be named in his
honor. We mourn his passing, but are
pleased to honor his many civil rights
and legal accomplishments today. He
stands, as did Thurgood Marshall and
others, as great individuals who used
the courts to advance civil rights.

I urge my colleagues to support this
important resolution, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I rise in support of House Resolution
1087, which honors the life of Judge
Jack Ruffin. Judge Ruffin was a pio-
neering civil rights lawyer in his com-
munity, and his impact on the civil
rights movement affects many today.

He was born in Waynesboro, Georgia,
where his portrait today hangs in the
Burke County Courthouse. Growing up
in the Deep South, his mother wanted
him to be a school teacher and not a
lawyer because she feared for his safe-
ty. But not to be intimidated, Judge
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Ruffin went to law school anyway. And
despite his mother’s concerns about his
safety, he became a lawyer.

After law school he moved to Au-
gusta, Georgia, where he became the
first African American member of the
Augusta Bar Association. He argued
countless cases for civil rights. In per-
haps the most notable case, Acree v.
Board of Education, he filed suit to de-
segregate the Richmond County school
system, which included the City of Au-
gusta. Litigation continued for decades
before he finally obtained a Federal
court order to integrate the system.

From 1986 to 1994 he served as the
first African American Superior Court
Judge in the Augusta Judicial Circuit.
In 1994, he was appointed to the Geor-
gia Court of Appeals. And in 2005, he
became the first African American
Chief Judge of the Georgia Court of Ap-
peals. In 2009, the Augusta-Richmond
County Commission decided to name
the new Richmond County judicial cen-
ter in Augusta in Jack Ruffin’s honor.

Judge Ruffin’s selfless and brave pur-
suit of equal justice for everyone
earned him the respect and admiration
of generations to come. I urge my col-
leagues to support this resolution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BARROW).

Mr. BARROW. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H. Res. 1087, a resolution honoring
the life of my good friend, Judge Jack
Ruffin of Augusta, Georgia. Judge
Ruffin passed away on January 29 at
the age of 75. He had a long and distin-
guished career of service in Georgia,
and he will truly be missed.

Jack Ruffin was born in the middle of
the Great Depression, and spent his
formative years in the town of Waynes-
boro, Georgia. He left home to attend
Morehouse College, and graduated in
1957. At the time his mother wanted
him to be a teacher, but Jack Ruffin
had other plans. He moved to Wash-
ington, D.C., attended Howard Univer-
sity School of Law, and got his J.D. de-
gree in 1960.

Jack Ruffin could have built a suc-
cessful law practice anywhere in the
country, but he decided to return home
to the deeply segregated City of Au-
gusta to practice law. Throughout the
course of his career, Jack Ruffin fo-
cused on rooting out the racial preju-
dice and discrimination which still
held a firm grip on the political and
economic livelihood of our State. Jack
Ruffin fought for his own right to prac-
tice his profession, and became the
first black lawyer admitted to the Au-
gusta Bar Association and the first
black Superior Court Judge in the Au-
gusta Judicial Circuit. But more im-
portantly, he fought for the rights of
everyone in the community. Among
other causes he took on, he was the
lawyer who desegregated the Richmond
and Burke County public school sys-
tems.
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Judge Ruffin was appointed to the
Georgia Court of Appeals in 1994. He be-
came the first black Chief Judge of
that court in 1996. After his retirement
in 2008, Judge Ruffin spent the remain-
der of his life teaching students at
Morehouse College, giving back to the
college that gave so much to him.

The resolution before us today hon-
oring Jack Ruffin’s life is sponsored by
every single member of the Georgia
congressional delegation. That speaks
not only to Jack Ruffin’s character,
but also to how far we have come as a
State and as a Nation. Jack Ruffin did
as much to change the laws and atti-
tudes in Georgia as anyone else of his
generation, and as a result we are a
better and a freer people.

So today I urge my colleagues to
adopt this legislation to express our
lasting gratitude for Jack Ruffin’s
unyielding commitment to justice and
equality for all.

Mr. POE of Texas. I urge the adop-
tion of this resolution and commend
the Georgia delegation for bringing it
forward, Mr. BARROW especially.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I join with
the gentleman from Texas and thank
Mr. BARROW for bringing the resolu-
tion. Gentlemen such as Judge Ruffin
need to be remembered and others en-
couraged to follow in their footsteps.
And that is important.

So I yield back the balance of my
time and ask all of my colleagues to
join me in voting ‘‘aye’ on House Reso-
lution 1087.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
COHEN) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1087.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

BANKRUPTCY JUDGESHIP ACT OF
2010

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4506) to authorize the appoint-
ment of additional bankruptcy judges,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4506

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Bankruptcy
Judgeship Act of 2010”".

SEC. 2. ADDITIONAL PERMANENT
BANKRUPTCY JUDGES.

Section 152(a)(2) of title 28, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in the item relating to the eastern and
western districts of Arkansas by striking ‘3"’
and inserting ‘4",

(2) in the item relating to the eastern dis-
trict of California by striking ‘‘6’’ and insert-
ing ‘8",
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(3) in the item relating to the district of
Delaware by striking ‘1’ and inserting ‘6",

(4) in the item relating to the middle dis-
trict of Florida by striking ‘8’ and inserting
g,

(5) in the item relating to the northern dis-
trict of Florida by striking ‘1’ and inserting
g0,

(6) in the item relating to the southern dis-
trict of Florida by striking ‘5’ and inserting
s

(7) in the item relating to the northern dis-
trict of Georgia by striking ‘8" and insert-
ing “10”’,

(8) in the item relating to the southern dis-
trict of Georgia by striking ‘2"’ and insert-
ing ‘3",

(9) in the item relating to the district of
Maryland by striking ‘4 and inserting “‘7°’,

(10) in the item relating to the eastern dis-
trict of Michigan by striking ‘4’ and insert-
ing “7,

(11) in the item relating to the northern
district of Mississippi by striking ‘1’ and in-
serting ‘27,

(12) in the item relating to the district of
Nevada by striking ‘‘3”’ and inserting “‘5’,

(13) in the item relating to the district of
New Hampshire by striking ‘1’ and insert-
ing <2,

(14) in the item relating to the district of
New Jersey by striking ‘8 and inserting
g

(15) in the item relating to the northern
district of New York by striking ‘2’ and in-
serting ‘3",

(16) in the item relating to the southern
district of New York by striking ‘9’ and in-
serting ‘10",

(17) in the item relating to the eastern dis-
trict of North Carolina by striking ‘2’ and
inserting ‘3",

(18) in the item relating to the western dis-
trict of North Carolina by striking ‘2 and
inserting ‘3",

(19) in the item relating to the middle dis-
trict of Pennsylvania by striking ‘‘2’’ and in-
serting ‘3",

(20) in the item relating to the eastern dis-
trict of Tennessee by striking ‘3’ and insert-
ing “4”,

(21) in the item relating to the western dis-
trict of Tennessee by striking ‘4"’ and insert-
ing ‘6”7,

(22) in the item relating to the eastern dis-
trict of Virginia by striking ‘6’ and insert-
ing “6”’, and

(23) in the item relating to the southern
district of West Virginia by striking ‘1’ and
inserting ‘2.

SEC. 3. CONVERSION OF CERTAIN TEMPORARY
OFFICES OF BANKRUPTCY JUDGES
TO PERMANENT OFFICES.

(a) CONVERSION OF CERTAIN TEMPORARY OF-
FICES ESTABLISHED BY PUBLIC LAW 109-8.—
The temporary offices of bankruptcy judges
established by section 1223(b)(1) of Public
Law 109-8 (28 U.S.C. 152 note) for the fol-
lowing districts are hereby converted so as
to be included in the permanent offices of
bankruptcy judges that are added by the
amendments made by section 2 with respect
to the corresponding districts:

(1) The eastern district of California.

(2) The district of Delaware.

(3) The southern district of Florida.

(4) The southern district of Georgia.

(5) The district of Maryland.

(6) The district of New Jersey.

(7) The northern district of New York.

(8) The southern district of New York.

(9) The eastern district of North Carolina.

(10) The middle district of Pennsylvania.

(11) The western district of Tennessee.

(12) The eastern district of Virginia.

(13) The district of Nevada.

(b) CONVERSION OF CERTAIN TEMPORARY OF-
FICES ESTABLISHED BY PUBLIC LAW 102-361.—
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The temporary offices of bankruptcy judges
established by section 3(a) of Public Law 102—
361 (28 U.S.C. 152 note) for the following dis-
tricts are hereby converted so as to be in-
cluded in the permanent offices of bank-
ruptcy judges that are added by the amend-
ments made by section 2 with respect to the
corresponding districts:

(1) The district of Delaware.

(2) The district of New Hampshire.

(3) The eastern district of Tennessee.

SEC. 4. EXTENSION OF CERTAIN TEMPORARY OF-
FICES OF BANKRUPTCY JUDGES ES-
TABLISHED BY PUBLIC LAW 109-8.

(a) EXTENSIONS.—The temporary offices of
bankruptcy judges established for the east-
ern district of Pennsylvania and the middle
district of North Carolina by section
1223(b)(1) of Public Law 109-8 (28 U.S.C. 152
note) are extended until the 1st vacancy oc-
curring in the office of a bankruptcy judge in
the respective district resulting from the
death, retirement, resignation, or removal of
a bankruptcy judge and occurring 5 years or
more after the date of the enactment of this
Act.

(b) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER PROVISIONS.—
Except as provided in subsection (a), all
other provisions of section 1223(b) of Public
Law 109-8 (28 U.S.C. 152 note) remain applica-
ble to the temporary offices of bankruptcy
judges referred to in subsection (a).

SEC. 5. PAYGO OFFSET.

(a) BANKRUPTCY FILING FEES.—Section
1930(a) of title 28, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) in subparagraph (A) by striking ‘‘$245”°
and inserting ‘‘$246’°, and

(B) in subparagraph (B) by striking ‘‘$235"’
and inserting ‘‘$236’’, and

(2) in paragraph (3) by striking ‘‘$1,000”’ and
inserting ‘‘$1,042”’.

(b) UNITED STATES TRUSTEE FUND.—Sec-
tion 589a(b) of title 28, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) in subparagraph (A) by striking ¢40.46"’
and inserting ‘‘40.28°, and

(B) in subparagraph (B) by striking 28.33"’
and inserting ‘“28.15, and

(2) in paragraph (2) by striking ‘*565’’ and in-
serting ¢‘52.78”°.

(c) COLLECTION AND DEPOSITION OF MIs-
CELLANEOUS BANKRUPTCY FEES.—Section
406(b) of the Judiciary Appropriations Act,
1990 (Public Law 101-162; 28 U.S.C. 1931 note)
is amended—

(1) by striking ‘28.87" and inserting
€428.747,

(2) by striking 35.00” and inserting
©34.77, and

(3) by striking ‘25’ and inserting ‘‘23.99".
SEC. 6. EFFECTIVE DATES.

(a) GENERAL EFFECTIVE DATE.—Except as
provided in subsection (b), this Act and the
amendments made by this Act shall take ef-
fect on the date of the enactment of this Act.

(b) SPECIAL EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amend-
ments made by section 5 shall take effect 180
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. COHEN) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the bill under consider-
ation.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee?

There was no objection.

Mr. COHEN. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4506, the Bank-
ruptcy Judgeship Act of 2010, provides
new resources for bankruptcy courts to
handle the growing number and com-
plexity of bankruptcy cases. This econ-
omy has resulted in many people hav-
ing to seek bankruptcy who never
would have dreamed they would have
before. And the complexity of the
cases, from our major automobile man-
ufacturers on through other reorga-
nizations, have grown in complexity
for the bankruptcy judges to be in-
volved in.

The bill authorizes the creation of 13
new permanent bankruptcy judges, the
conversion of 22 temporary judgeships
to permanent judgeships, and the ex-
tension of two judgeships for another 5
years. The act will help bankruptcy
courts in 25 different Federal judicial
districts around this country.

Bankruptcies had been steadily on
the rise since October 2006. These
events, bankruptcies rising and the fi-
nancial crisis, combined with the con-
tinuing mortgage foreclosure crisis,
consumer credit problems, and health
care crises, have exacerbated this trend
significantly and caused the bank-
ruptcy courts much additional work.

According to the Administrative Of-
fice of the United States Courts, bank-
ruptcey filings increased by over 300,000
from fiscal year 2008 to fiscal year 2009.
That is a 34.5 percent increase in 1
year. The previous year they had in-
creased by 30.2 percent. And the Wall
Street Journal recently reported an-
other sharp increase in personal bank-
ruptcy filings in 2009, up 32 percent
from 2008. According to the Wall Street
Journal, these increases were driven by
high unemployment rates and the con-
tinuing housing crisis, both of which
have affected not only those on the
economic margins, but also a growing
number of middle class families who
desire to work but have had to turn to
our Nation’s bankruptcy system for
help as a last resort.

In addition to the growing numbers
of bankruptcy cases, the cases have
also grown more complex, particularly
in business bankruptcies. As I men-
tioned earlier, in 2009 two of the big
three, General Motors and Chrysler,
two companies upon which tens of
thousands of workers, thousands of
dealers, hundreds of suppliers, and
many communities across this Nation
depended for their livelihoods, went
through quick but nonetheless intense
bankruptcy  processes. Bankruptcy
courts performed admirably but under
strain.

Outside the automobile industry, as I
mentioned earlier, businesses such as
Delta Airlines to Lehman Brothers to
Circuit City have all turned to bank-
ruptcy for relief in recent years, with
the same Kkind of extraordinary burden
imposed on the bankruptcy courts.
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While the workload for bankruptcy
courts is increasing, judicial resources
are in danger of decreasing. Many cur-
rent bankruptcy judgeships are author-
ized on a temporary basis, and some
are set to expire soon. A well-func-
tioning bankruptcy system is abso-
lutely essential to helping individuals
and businesses weather our Nation’s
current economic difficulties. Having a
sufficient number of bankruptcy judges
is a key to making the system work,
and has never been more important
than today.

H.R. 4506, the Bankruptcy Judgeship
Act of 2010, addresses these needs by
authorizing the creation of 13 new per-
manent bankruptcy judgeships and the
conversion of 22 temporary judgeships
to permanent judgeships. Additionally,
it extends the temporary authorization
for two judgeships for another 5 years.
These new, converted, and extended
bankruptcy judgeships reflect the rec-
ommendations of the Judicial Con-
ference of the United States. Those rec-
ommendations in turn are the culmina-
tion of an extensive and careful survey
and review process that thoroughly as-
sessed the bankruptcy judgeship needs
of every Federal judicial district in the
country. In essence transparent, fair,
methodical, rational.

I note that a significant part of the
conference’s assessment of bankruptcy
judges’ workload depends on the use of
case weights that were developed al-
most two decades ago, prior to the en-
actment of the Bankruptcy Abuse Pre-
vention and Consumer Protection Act
of 2005, which we still labor under.
BAPCPA created numerous new mo-
tions that bankruptcy judges are now
required to consider.

If anything, the Judicial Conference
recommendations may underestimate
the need of the workload and the need
of new bankruptcy judges. In short, the
conference’s recommendations, as re-
flected in the new bankruptcy judge-
ships authorized by H.R. 4506, may ac-
tually be too conservative.

To pay for 13 new judgeships, the bill
also raises the filing fees for chapter 7
and 13 cases by $1, and for chapter 11
cases, which are business bankruptcies,
by $42. While I understand that filing
fees are needed for the successful oper-
ation of the bankruptcy system, I be-
lieve they are already too high, par-
ticularly for consumer debtors seeking
bankruptcy relief because they are in
dire straits. In this one instance we ul-
timately determined that a fee in-
crease was the only practical way to
get the needed judgeships in a timely
manner, which will allow for the effi-
cient functioning of the bankruptcy
system to the ultimate benefit of debt-
ors.

So in passing a bankruptcy system,
we wanted to have funds to make it
self-sufficient. To put the bankruptcy
system of our country in bankruptcy
while saving the bankruptcy system
seemed like an oxymoron.
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But I would urge in the future we
rely on something other than bank-
ruptcy filing fee increases to pay for
new bankruptcy judgeships. The last
time Congress addressed the issue of
bankruptcy judgeships was 5 years ago
when it authorized 28 temporary judge-
ships in the Bankruptcy Abuse Preven-
tion and Consumer Protection Act of
2005. Those temporary judgeships are
now about to expire.

Moreover, the last time Congress au-
thorized new permanent bankruptcy
judgeships was in 1992. It is well past
the time that we address the critical
issue of bankruptcy judgeships needs,
and I am pleased that we are able to do
so today.

I thank the Judiciary Committee
chairman, JOHN CONYERS, and Ranking
Member LAMAR SMITH for being origi-
nal cosponsors of this important legis-
lation and our Judiciary Committee
working in a bipartisan fashion to pass
the bill. I also thank TRENT FRANKS,
the ranking member of the Judiciary
Subcommittee on Commercial and Ad-
ministration Law, for his support of
this bill. I guess it wasn’t an oxymoron
but an inconsistency.

I urge my colleagues to support this
important legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of this legislation, and I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, additional permanent
bankruptcy judgeships have not been
authorized since 1992. The Judicial
Conference has requested more judge-
ships several times and the House has
passed legislation to add them; how-
ever, the Senate has not acted on these
requests.

Since Congress last authorized addi-
tional permanent judgeships, judicial
workloads have increased substan-
tially. The important bankruptcy re-
forms Congress passed in 2005, for ex-
ample, called on judges to do more to
prevent abuse.

Congress compensated for some of
the court’s increasing burden in recent
years by creating temporary bank-
ruptcy judgeships. Many of those
judgeships are near their expiration
dates.

The time has come for Congress to
address bankruptcy judgeships needs
on a permanent basis. Bankruptcy
judges are essential to the bankruptcy
process. They make certain that the
process is fair and impartial to those
who come before the bankruptcy
courts. It is also their job to ensure
that the bankruptcy courts effectively
adjudicate parties’ rights and respon-
sibilities.

This bill is based on a comprehensive
study done by the Judicial Conference.
The conference has assured us that its
request comes only after taking steps
to maximize all other alternatives to
reduce judicial workloads.

There are currently 352 bankruptcy
judges, including 36 temporary judges.
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This legislation creates 13 new perma-
nent bankruptcy judgeships and con-
verts 22 of the existing temporary
judgeships to permanent status. It also
provides a b-year extension for two
temporary judgeships.

Finally, this bill will not present any
new cost for the taxpayers. The in-
creased cost of these judgeships are
paid by an increase in chapter 7, chap-
ter 11, and chapter 13 bankruptcy filing
fees. Those who do business in the
courts will be paying the extra bur-
dens, not the taxpayers.

We need a bankruptcy system that
has a sufficient number of judges to
manage the system’s caseload in a just,
economical, and timely manner. This
bill helps ensure that we have such a
system. I urge my colleagues to adopt
this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, we have no other speak-
ers, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the bipartisanship under which
we have worked on this bill. T thank
Mr. POE and the minority ranking
member, Mr. SMITH, and Chairman
CONYERS and the staff who worked on
this bill, and the Judicial Conference. I
hope that we pass this bill. I call on
Members to vote ‘“‘aye” on H.R. 4506
and pass the bill.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today to support H.R. 4506 an act to
amend the federal judicial code to authorize
the appointment of additional permanent bank-
ruptcy judges in various states. This legislation
was introduced by Representative COHEN, my
colleague from Tennessee. As a member of
the judiciary committee, | urge my colleagues
to support this important legislation.

As Chair of the Courts and Competition Pol-
icy subcommittee of the House Judiciary Com-
mittee, | have long championed the increase
in federal judgeships across the United States.
In this Congress, | introduced H.R. 3663, The
Federal Judgeship Act of 2009, which would
have done exactly this: increase the number
of federal judges.

The U.S. is also in need of more bankruptcy
judges. According to Michael J. Melloy, Chair
of the Judicial Conference Committee on the
Administration of the Bankruptcy System, “Ad-
ditional judgeships are critical to ensure that
the bankruptcy courts have sufficient judicial
resources to effectively and efficiently adju-
dicate the rights and responsibilities of parties
in bankruptcy cases and proceedings”. New
bankruptcy judgeships have not been author-
ized by Congress since 1992, yet case filings
have increased by 61 percent.

The current recession has had an adverse
effect on the Bankruptcy Court system. The
courts are now faced with much more complex
and time-consuming bankruptcy cases, not to
mention an increase in volume of cases. This
has led to more cases per judge than they are
able to handle. It is therefore necessary that
we act and authorize additional bankruptcy
judges.

In addition to authorizing new judges, H.R.
4506 would also convert certain temporary of-
fices of bankruptcy judges to permanent of-
fices, extend certain temporary offices of
bankruptcy judges, reduce the amount of
bankruptcy fees to be deposited as offsetting
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collections to the United States Trustee Sys-
tem Fund, and increase bankruptcy filing fees.
All of this would lead to a better and more effi-
cient bankruptcy judicial system.

My state of Georgia has the third highest
personal bankruptcy rate in the nation. Ac-
cording to the National Bankruptcy Research
Center, Georgia’s federal bankruptcy courts
handled 66,925 filings during the first 11
months of 2009. This was 22 percent higher
than the same period of 2008. This resolution
will give the bankruptcy judicial system the re-
sources necessary to review cases in a thor-
ough yet timely manner, and turn the hectic
bankruptcy process into a much more man-
ageable one. | urge my colleagues to join me
in support of this legislation, and vote in the
affirmative for H.R. 4506, the Bankruptcy
Judgeship Act of 2010.

Mr. COHEN. I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
COHEN) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4506, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, on that, I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

——————

EXPRESSING APPRECIATION FOR
ENRIQUE “KIKI” CAMARENA

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 1115) expressing appre-
ciation for the profound dedication and
public service of Enrique ¢“Kiki”
Camarena on the 25th anniversary of
his death.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution
follows:

is as

H. RES. 1115

Whereas in March 1985, Drug Enforcement
Administration (DEA) Special Agent Enrique
“Kiki” Camarena made the ultimate sac-
rifice in the fight against illicit drugs;

Whereas Special Agent Camarena, an 11-
year veteran special agent of the DEA, was
kidnapped, tortured, and murdered in the
line of duty;

Whereas Special Agent Camarena joined
the DEA in June 1974 as an agent with the
Calexico, California, District Office;

Whereas Special Agent Camarena was as-
signed to the Fresno District Office in Sep-
tember 1977, and transferred to the Guadala-
jara Resident Office in July 1981;

Whereas, on February 7, 1985, when leaving
the Guadalajara Resident Office to join his
wife Geneva for lunch, Special Agent
Camarena was surrounded by 5 armed men,
forced into a vehicle and taken away;

Whereas the body of Special Agent
Camarena was discovered on March 5, 1985,
on a ranch approximately 60 miles southeast
of Guadalajara, Mexico;

Whereas to date, 22 individuals have been
indicted in Los Angeles, California, for their
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roles in the Camarena murder, including
former high ranking Mexican Government
officials, cartel drug lords, lieutenants, and
soldiers;

Whereas of the 22 individuals indicted in
Los Angeles, 8 have been convicted and are
imprisoned in the United States, 6 have been
incarcerated in Mexico and considered fugi-
tives as a result of outstanding warrants in
the United States, 4 are believed deceased, 1
was acquitted at trial, and 3 remain fugitives
believed to be residing in Mexico;

Whereas an additional 25 individuals were
arrested, convicted, and imprisoned in Mex-
ico for their involvement in the Camarena
murder;

Whereas the men and women of the DEA
will continue to seek justice for the murder
of Special Agent Camarena;

Whereas fugitives Guillermo Chavez-
Sanchez and Ricardo Chavez-Sanchez are
still wanted as hostile material witnesses in
Los Angeles, California;

Whereas during his 11-year career with the
DEA, Special Agent Camarena received 2
Sustained Superior Performance Awards, a
Special Achievement Award and, post-
humously, the Administrator’s Award of
Honor, the highest award granted by DEA;

Whereas prior to joining the DEA, Special
Agent Camarena served 2 years in the U.S.
Marine Corps, as well as serving as a fireman
in Calexico, a police investigator, and a nar-
cotics investigator for the Imperial County
Sheriff Coroner;

Whereas Red Ribbon Week, nationally rec-
ognized since 1988 and now the oldest and
largest drug prevention program in the Na-
tion, reaching millions of young people each
yvear and celebrated annually from October
23 to 31, was established to help preserve
Special Agent Camarena’s memory and fur-
ther the cause for which he gave his life, the
fight against drug crime and addiction; and

Whereas Special Agent Camarena will be
remembered as an honorable public servant,
his sacrifice should also be a reminder every
October during Red Ribbon Week of the dan-
gers associated with drug use and traf-
ficking: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) expresses appreciation for the profound
dedication and public service of Enrique
“Kiki” Camarena on the 25th anniversary of
his death;

(2) offers its deepest sympathy and appre-
ciation to his wife, Geneva, his three chil-
dren, Enrique, Daniel, and Erik, and to the
entire family, friends, and former colleagues
of the Drug Enforcement Administration;

(3) encourages communities and organiza-
tions throughout the United States to com-
memorate the sacrifice of Special Agent
Camarena through the promotion of drug-
free communities and participation in drug
prevention activities to support healthy,
productive, and drug-free lifestyles; and

(4) directs the Clerk of the House to trans-
mit a copy of this resolution to the family of
Enrique ‘‘Kiki”’ Camarena.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. COHEN) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the reso-
lution under consideration.

March 10, 2010

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee?

There was no objection.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 1115
expresses appreciation for the profound
dedication and public service of
Enrique ‘“‘Kiki’’ Camarena on the 25th
anniversary of his passing.

On February 7, 1985, Special Agent
Enrique Camarena, known to his
friends as Kiki, left the American con-
sulate in Guadalajara to meet his wife,
Mika, for lunch. As Kiki walked to his
truck, he was approached by five men
who kidnapped him and sped away. He
was found dead on March 5, 1985, after
being tortured and brutally beaten by
his captors. Kiki was 37 years of age—
survived by his wife and three children,
Enrique, Daniel, and Erik.

During his 11 years with the DEA,
Kiki received two Sustained Superior
Performance Awards and a Special
Achievement Award as well. He also re-
ceived posthumously the Administra-
tor’s Award of Honor, the highest
award granted by the Drug Enforce-
ment Agency.

Mr. Camarena was born on July 26,
1947, in Mexicali, Mexico. He graduated
from Calexico High School in Calexico,
California, in 1966. In 1968, he joined
the U.S. Marine Corps, and after serv-
ing 2 years, he joined the Calexico Po-
lice Department as a criminal investi-
gator in 1970.

In May 1973, he started working as a
narcotics investigator with the El
Centro Police Department. He stayed
there until 1974, when he joined the
DEA.

His first assignment as a special
agent with DEA was in Calexico, Cali-
fornia. In 1977, he was reassigned to the
Fresno district office in northern Cali-
fornia. After working in the Fresno of-
fice, he was later assigned to the Gua-
dalajara, Mexico, DEA office for 4%
years and worked undercover on the
trail of the country’s biggest mari-
juana and cocaine traffickers. Before
being kidnapped, Kiki was extremely
close to unlocking a multibillion-dollar
drug pipeline.

Officer Camarena gave his life in the
fight against drug traffickers, and after
his death, many people wanted to do
something to remember the ultimate
sacrifice he made. Soon after his death,
people everywhere started wearing red
ribbons to symbolize their commit-
ment to help reduce the demand for
drugs in their communities. The act of
wearing red ribbons took on national
significance and grew into what is now
known as the Red Ribbon Campaign.
During Red Ribbon Week, Kiki is re-
membered as a man who wanted to
make a difference in the war on drugs,
and his legacy still lives on.

In honor of Kiki Camarena’s legacy
and in recognition of the 25th anniver-
sary of his death, I urge my colleagues
to join me in supporting H. Res. 1115.

I reserve the balance of my time.
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