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only a precarious chance of survival. 
There may be a worse moment. You 
may have to fight when there is no 
hope of victory because it is still better 
to perish than to live as slaves.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, let us resolve for the 
sake of our children and for future gen-
erations that we of this generation will 
do all within our power to prevent a 
dark chapter in history being written 
on our watch and to hasten a day when 
Iran and its proxies will no longer be 
able to threaten the world with nuclear 
jihad, and when the persecuted and re-
pressed and noble citizens of Iran can 
walk together with free peoples across 
this world in the sunlight of human lib-
erty. God let it be, Mr. Speaker. 

f 

SATELLITE TELEVISION 
EXTENSION ACT OF 2010 

Mr. MAFFEI. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (S. 3186) to au-
thorize the Satellite Home Viewer Ex-
tension and Reauthorization Act of 
2004 through April 30, 2010, and for 
other purposes, and ask for its imme-
diate consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 3186 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Satellite 
Televison Extension Act of 2010’’. 
SEC. 2. SATELLITE TELEVISION EXTENSION. 

(a) AMENDMENTS TO SECTION 119 OF TITLE 
17, UNITED STATES CODE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 119 of title 17, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(A) in subsection (c)(1)(E), by striking 
‘‘March 28, 2010’’ and inserting ‘‘April 30, 
2010’’; and 

(B) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘March 
28, 2010’’ and inserting ‘‘April 30 2010’’. 

(2) TERMINATION OF LICENSE.—Section 
1003(a)(2)(A) of Public Law 111–118 is amended 
by striking ‘‘March 28, 2010’’, and inserting 
‘‘April 30, 2010’’. 

(b) AMENDMENTS TO COMMUNICATIONS ACT 
OF 1934.—Section 325(b) of the Communica-
tions Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 325(b)) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in paragraph (2)(C), by striking ‘‘March 
28, 2010’’ and inserting ‘‘April 30, 2010’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (3)(C), by striking ‘‘March 
29, 2010’’ each place it appears in clauses (ii) 
and (iii) and inserting ‘‘May 1, 2010’’. 

The bill was ordered to be read a 
third time, was read the third time, 
and passed, and a motion to reconsider 
was laid on the table. 

f 

HEALTH REFORM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. PIN-
GREE of Maine). Under the Speaker’s 
announced policy of January 6, 2009, 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Madam Speaker, it is 
always and ever an honor to get to 

speak in this body. It touches the soul 
when you think about the freedoms 
that have been afforded to people in so 
many places that have been discussed 
right here on this floor. 

Apparently, this is the last that we 
will be addressing the House before we 
break for what’s considered the Easter 
break, and so it’s time to pause for a 
moment and think about what we have 
been doing. We just passed the most in-
credible bill, not in a good way, that 
most Americans, a much bigger major-
ity of Americans than voted for Presi-
dent Obama, had made clear that they 
did not want passed. We didn’t pay at-
tention to them. I say, ‘‘we,’’ collec-
tively. I thought it was a big mistake, 
especially the more I read. 

For example, this body, our friends 
across the aisle, pride themselves, they 
constantly talk about helping the little 
guy. Well, how about the little guy who 
is working, working, trying to get by. 
He doesn’t make all that much, he 
doesn’t make all that much, but they 
make just under 133 percent of the pov-
erty level. 

That means under the bill that has 
now been signed into law, that person, 
that person’s family, are eligible for 
Medicaid, which means under this law 
that person, their family, will have to 
do one of two things, and this begins in 
about 3 or so years. They will either go 
on Medicare, which has got to be scary 
for them because, you know, Walgreens 
came out—I read somewhere that they 
were not going to be accepting Med-
icaid to pay for prescription drugs. 
Doctors all over the country have com-
plained that Medicaid does not pay 
them for their own out-of-pocket ex-
penses so they can no longer accept it. 
So doctors across the country are say-
ing we are not going to take Medicaid. 

Under this bill that has been passed, 
signed into law, even with the so-called 
reconciliation, what a misnomer. That 
poor working man, woman, family, 
they either go on Medicaid, with more 
and more people refusing to accept it, 
or get nothing in the way of insurance. 
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If their employer is providing it, they 
cannot accept it. They have to say, I 
am not allowed, under this punitive so- 
called health care bill, to accept the 
wonderful insurance that you have 
been providing. The law now says I 
take Medicaid or I take nothing. There 
is no in between. So much for helping 
the working poor. 

And, heaven forbid, if you are work-
ing as hard as you can and you are not 
quite making enough to buy the level 
of health care that will now be man-
dated by the Federal Government. 
Well, we are going to help you. We are 
going to pop you with a fee or tax to 
teach you a lesson. That makes no 
sense. That just makes no sense. 

So you have 14 States, as I last heard, 
who have said, We are filing suit. We 
are going to do what we can to stop it. 
Twenty-five other States that are look-
ing into it, looking at whether they 

should pass a bill in their State to nul-
lify or stop it or say we are not going 
to take it, see what they should do. 

For the State of Texas, for example, 
we have been frugal. Our State leaders 
have done an admirable job. We have 
got, I think, $8 billion or $9 billion in 
reserve for a rainy day. You have 
States like California that are in the 
tank. You have other States that are 
just barely hanging in there. Well, I 
know it’s Easter time, but it’s time to 
say, Merry Christmas. You States, 
guess what you just got. You just got 
billions of dollars that you are going to 
have to pay in Medicaid in this bill. 

Now, what we have done, since the 
country is about broke and we are sell-
ing bonds, printing money to try to 
keep from announcing that we are 
broke, we have decided, You know 
what? To try to keep BEN NELSON from 
looking bad, we’re just going to pay all 
of the State portion of the Medicaid ex-
pense for a while, for a few years, and 
then you are going to have it. And the 
States will not be prepared for it. 

You know, when Art Laffer was the 
economic adviser for President Reagan, 
he advised him when Reagan asked, 
How do we get out of double-digit infla-
tion? They had way over 10 percent in-
flation, double-digit inflation; they had 
over double-digit employment, worse 
than it is now, coming out of the 
Carter years. There was double-digit 
interest rates. My wife and I, our first 
home we bought just off of post there 
at Fort Benning when I was in the 
Army and we had a 123⁄4 loan and some 
people were envious that we had such a 
low interest loan. Interest rates, some 
have told me they had 15 percent, 18 
percent, just crazy. It was an economy 
that was a disaster. 

So Reagan asked Art Laffer, What do 
we do to come out of this terrible eco-
nomic mess? And Laffer said, You have 
got to cut taxes by 30 percent. That’s 
how you stimulate the economy. 

Well, the Democratic-controlled Con-
gress at that time refused to do an 
automatic 30 percent tax cut the first 
year, 1981, so they phased it in, 5 per-
cent the first year, 10 percent the sec-
ond year, 15 percent the third year. 

As time went on, Art Laffer became 
prophetic, because when President 
Reagan had called him, President 
Reagan said, Great news, Art. We’ve 
got the 30 percent tax cut, just what 
you asked. And he said, Well, that’s 
great. And he said, Well, you ought to 
be ecstatic. This was your idea. He 
said, Well, I am happy. Fine. 

He says, Why aren’t you happy? He 
said words to the effect that, Look, I 
understand you are going to phase this 
in over 3 years: a 5 percent cut the first 
year, 10 percent cut the second year, 15 
percent cut the third year. And Presi-
dent Reagan said, Well, that’s right. 
The Democratic-controlled Congress 
said that’s the only way they would do 
it. They weren’t going to give us a 30 
percent tax cut the first year. 

And Art said, Well, Mr. President, let 
me put it to you this way. If you are 
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going to buy something from the store 
and you heard they had a 5 percent sale 
this month, 10 percent sale next 
month, 15 percent sale the third 
month, when would you go buy it? And 
President Reagan responded after a 
pause, Are we going to have a bad cou-
ple of years, Art? He said, Exactly. And 
that’s exactly what happened because 
they did not cut taxes 30 percent off 
the bat. 

But once the 30 percent taxes kicked 
in, the economy turned around in such 
a dramatic and short period of time 
that President Reagan was elected to a 
second term, when in 1982 people didn’t 
think that was going to be happening; 
but it did because he cut taxes. 

Well, let’s look at what the economic 
forecast is for the United States. We 
know that, come January of next year, 
we are going to have the biggest tax in-
crease in the history of the country. 
The biggest tax increase in the history 
of the country. 

Now, we know that when the Repub-
licans had the majority, they didn’t 
have 60 votes in the Senate, and so 
they were pushing and pushing trying 
to get the tax cuts to be permanent. 
But they didn’t have the 60 votes in the 
Senate. The only way they could get it 
passed because of the Democratic ob-
struction was to agree to have the tax 
cuts go away at the end of 2010. 

I wasn’t here. It was a year or so be-
fore I got here, but I personally believe 
they should have pushed, they should 
have gotten it done, they should have 
made sure those tax cuts were perma-
nent so that nobody could come in here 
and have what we are going to have the 
end of this year, the biggest tax in-
crease in the whole American history 
without even having a vote, just let-
ting the tax cuts expire. 

Well, since we know capital gains 
rates are going to shoot up, we know 
the marginal rates income tax are 
going to shoot up, we know that the es-
tate tax is going to go from zero, shoot 
back up to 55 percent. Talk about so-
cialist. 

The estate tax, the death tax says: 
you’ve accumulated too much and you 
don’t deserve it, so we are going to give 
you a little exemption and then we are 
going to take over half of everything 
else you have accumulated through the 
blood, sweat, and tears of you and your 
family. 

That just doesn’t seem right. It 
seems like some law that you would 
find in the old Soviet Union before 
they went broke because it does so 
much to discourage a family business 
or a family farm. But that’s what is 
coming. 

And now, on top of that, we have just 
had, as somebody said, the mother of 
all unfunded mandates on the States. 
Texas has done so well; it is going to 
have to come up with $25 billion under 
this bill over the next 10 years. So 
much for the money they had saved 
and tried to make sure was there for 
the rainy day. Here came a flood, and 
not from nature, not from nature’s 

God, but from the hand of the Presi-
dent signing a bill that was rammed 
through against the will of the Amer-
ican people, through this House and 
through the body at the end of the 
Hall. Can you think of a worse time to 
increase taxes? 

You know, we heard from Caterpillar 
this week; $100 million it’s going to 
cost them just this year. 

You wonder, well, why did they make 
that announcement? If you are a cor-
poration and you know there is bad 
news coming, then you have got to get 
it out there; otherwise, somebody may 
come after you and say you artificially 
inflated your stock prices by keeping 
bad news secret. So we find out. I be-
lieve we saw John Deere may lose $150 
million this year. I mean, devastating 
these businesses. 

Well, perhaps there are people here in 
this body or down the Hall that 
thought Caterpillar, John Deere, these 
other companies just had too many em-
ployees, so they said it’s time to go 
ahead and lay more people off. Let’s 
put them on unemployment, let’s ex-
tend unemployment, let’s have more 
and more people without a job. Because 
that is what has happened. 

I know I am being sarcastic. I know 
people across the aisle and down the 
Hall do not want to see more people 
lose their jobs. I understand that. But 
that is the effect of what is happening 
by the senseless stuff we are passing 
the last week, the last two weeks. And 
now we are going to take up cap-and- 
trade. As our friend, former Chairman 
Dingell, had said, It’s not just a tax, 
it’s a big tax. That’s exactly what cap- 
and-trade is. 

It’s heartbreaking. People are going 
to lose their jobs right here around 
Easter time because of the senseless, 
hardheaded acts of this body and the 
one down the Hall: we don’t care if the 
country doesn’t want it; we don’t care 
that the States can’t afford it. We 
don’t care that you couldn’t pass the 
same bill right now through the Senate 
or through the House the way it was 
sent down here. We don’t care. We are 
just going to pass it. 
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We’re just going to pass it. It’s unbe-
lievable. Just unbelievable. We had 
friends here who thought that the Ex-
ecutive order would prevent and sta-
bilize things so that you couldn’t pry 
Federal money from people’s hands; 
take their money, make it Federal 
money, and pay for abortions. But 
there are at least three ways under this 
bill that that’s going to happen. Ter-
ribly unfortunate. 

It was amazing, because it was as if 
someone was trying to trick America 
so you couldn’t tell what was going to 
happen with abortion. Because I don’t 
have the bill with me. I’ve got my copy 
back there in the cloakroom, but I’ve 
been through it. And you look, and at 
page 119, subparagraph B(i) it says, ba-
sically, you can’t fund abortion with 
Federal tax dollars. If you had done a 

word search for ‘‘abortion,’’ you would 
not see page 122 come up, just three 
pages over. It wouldn’t come up be-
cause ‘‘abortion’’ is not in that para-
graph. 

What it says is that people are re-
quired to make available health insur-
ance policies that will cover abortions, 
but it doesn’t say abortions. It says 
cover what is mentioned in B(i), that 
subparagraph, which is abortion. So 
you won’t find it if you’re doing a word 
search for ‘‘abortion.’’ Sure enough, 
that’s what’s required. 

And then—I’m sure it’s just out of ig-
norance—people didn’t know what the 
Hyde amendment really did. It pre-
vented appropriations through the 
Labor-Health and Human Services ap-
propriations bill from being used for 
abortion. But some people were bound 
to know. They’re just bound to know. 
Somebody’s staff. Somebody. Surely it 
just can’t be me. There are bound to 
have been people who knew that this 
bill appropriated money. That money 
was appropriated, therefore, outside 
the Labor and HHS appropriations bill. 
Therefore, the Hyde amendment did 
not apply to it. 

For those of us that know something 
about Executive orders, we know that 
an Executive order cannot be used—for 
one thing, you can’t use to legislate. 
Another thing, you cannot use an Ex-
ecutive order to impound money that’s 
appropriated in a bill that the House 
and Senate had passed. Number three, 
you can’t use it for a line item veto to 
strike something you don’t like. 
There’s money in the bill for commu-
nity health centers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will suspend. 

f 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRA-
TION EXTENSION ACT OF 2010 

Ms. RICHARDSON. Madam Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure and the Committee on Ways 
and Means be discharged from further 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4957) to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to extend the funding and expendi-
ture authority of the Airport and Air-
way Trust Fund, to amend title 49, 
United States Code, to extend author-
izations for the airport improvement 
program, and for other purposes, and 
ask for its immediate consideration in 
the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 4957 
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 ‘‘Federal 
Aviation Administration Extension Act of 
2010’’. 
SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF TAXES FUNDING AIRPORT 

AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND. 
(a) FUEL TAXES.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-

tion 4081(d)(2) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 is amended by striking ‘‘March 31, 
2010’’ and inserting ‘‘April 30, 2010’’. 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:15 Mar 26, 2010 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00130 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K25MR7.124 H25MRPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

G
8S

O
Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2022-10-12T11:32:44-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




