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$1.5 trillion deficit that we may experi-
ence for this year. 

I would like to see a budget where— 
I think we’re missing an opportunity 
with items like this where we can save 
$50 million here, hopefully save $50 mil-
lion here. If we had a budget, it could 
be part of a master plan to reduce our 
deficits and empower the private sector 
to create jobs. 

These are technical corrections that 
are necessary. But this is what happens 
when the majority works in secret, 
crafts legislation that doesn’t receive 
the input from others, the minority 
side. And, frankly, I wouldn’t be sur-
prised that, after drastically altering 
the health care system so quickly, 
we’ll have many more technical correc-
tions necessary as time goes on. 
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The technical errors, however, are 
hardly the biggest problems facing this 
country’s health care system. Far 
worse are the looming ill effects of the 
majority’s basic policy mistakes. Who 
doesn’t know the problems in that they 
refuse to exercise the fundamental re-
sponsibility of the House to conduct 
oversight hearings on how this is set 
up. And the grandfathering clause has 
already been very confusing. This is 
what we’ll have to look out for as the 
health care bill proceeds. 

Now, just for the record, let’s con-
sider some of the problems that we face 
from this bill. The law will cut $575 bil-
lion out of Medicare. Concerning me 
equally as much is that it’s with no di-
rection from Congress, leaving these 
decisions to Health and Human Serv-
ices and the Center for Medicare and 
Medicaid Services. 

In Nebraska, in my district, many of 
my seniors rely on Medicare Advantage 
as a program, but $145 billion will be 
taken from Medicare Advantage, re-
ducing the enrollment, according to 
the nonpartisan estimates, by as much 
as 50 percent. 

It will raise spending nearly 90 per-
cent for States in Medicaid programs, 
squeezing State taxpayers and crip-
pling State budgets. 

Despite the claims that the bill 
would lower health care costs and defi-
cits, the Chief Actuary of Medicine has 
since concluded that spending won’t go 
down, it will actually go up, as many 
people believed. 

And remember the promise that if 
you like your coverage, you can keep 
it? With the new grandfathering rules 
that are being rolled out, it is now esti-
mated that, and this is the administra-
tion’s estimate, that as many as 66 per-
cent of small businesses will not be eli-
gible to keep what they have and will 
have to accept something from the ex-
change which will be pre-approved by 
HHS. 

We’re also learning the recession 
might worsen now because employers 
are hesitant to expand. We’re hearing 
from many employers, articles in the 
Wall Street Journal, that they’re sit-
ting on cash because they don’t want 

to spend now, be hit with these higher 
costs, and then have to lay off later. So 
it’s arresting investment and hiring of 
new workers because businesses don’t 
know the costs of implementation of 
this health care bill. 

Now, the Democrats at every level 
are in hiding mode. They don’t want a 
new public debate on this. We had a re-
cess appointment of Donald Berwick, 
Dr. Donald Berwick, who is a great in-
tellectual on medical savings, particu-
larly in a British system that says that 
a rationing-type of system relies on a 
mathematical formula of age, as well 
as comparative effectiveness. And the 
comparative effectiveness provision in 
this bill provides Dr. Berwick carte 
blanche to implement those type of 
British policies. 

This is probably—this won’t be the 
last time that we hear about health 
care, but probably we won’t hear about 
it until after November 2. The Amer-
ican people know why. I can only hope 
that we choose to conduct oversight of 
the new health care law and fix its dis-
astrous effects. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker and my colleagues, I rise 
to join everybody else who has spoken 
in favor of this bill and urge passage of 
H.R. 5712, the Veterans, Seniors and 
Children’s Health Technical Correc-
tions Act. It’s a small set of non-
controversial changes to the law need-
ed to provide for the smooth func-
tioning of the Medicare, Medicaid, 
Child Health Insurance, or CHIP pro-
gram, as well as the 340B program. The 
legislation has no cost. 

One provision ensures that a special 
enrollment period into Medicare part B 
does not exclude some of the veterans 
for whom the policy was intended. 

Another provision clarifies that the 
redistribution of unused Medicare- 
funded residency slots not inadvert-
ently take slots away from hospitals 
that were cooperating with other hos-
pitals to actually use these slots. This 
is a practice that occurs in 36 States, 
and they want this clarification. 

We also have a clarification that 
children’s hospitals will continue to 
have access to discounts on orphan 
drugs through the 340B program tape. 

The bill would modify the payment 
system for nursing facilities in Medi-
care, ensuring smoother operations of 
that program. 

And virtually all of these provisions 
have been passed by the House at least 
once. Many of them have been passed 
by the Senate as well. This legislation 
needs to be enacted now because it 
modifies provisions of law that are 
coming into effect now, or will come 
into effect within the next few months. 

So the legislation is fully paid for, 
will not increase the deficit. It involves 
technical corrections only. It’s a bipar-
tisan bill, and I’d urge my colleagues 
to suspend the rules and pass this legis-
lation. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
STARK) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5712. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RENEWING IMPORT RESTRICTIONS 
OF BURMESE FREEDOM AND DE-
MOCRACY ACT 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the joint 
resolution (H.J. Res. 83) approving the 
renewal of import restrictions con-
tained in the Burmese Freedom and 
Democracy Act of 2003, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint 
resolution. 

The text of the joint resolution is as 
follows: 

H.J. RES. 83 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. RENEWAL OF IMPORT RESTRICTIONS 

UNDER BURMESE FREEDOM AND 
DEMOCRACY ACT OF 2003. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Congress approves the re-
newal of the import restrictions contained in 
section 3(a)(1) and section 3A (b)(1) and (c)(1) 
of the Burmese Freedom and Democracy Act 
of 2003. 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—This joint res-
olution shall be deemed to be a ‘‘renewal res-
olution’’ for purposes of section 9 of the Bur-
mese Freedom and Democracy Act of 2003. 
SEC. 2. CUSTOMS USER FEES. 

Section 13031(j)(3)(B)(i) of the Consolidated 
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985 
(19 U.S.C. 58c(j)(3)(B)(i)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘August 17, 2018’’ and inserting ‘‘August 
24, 2018’’. 
SEC. 3. TIME FOR PAYMENT OF CORPORATE ESTI-

MATED TAXES. 
The percentage under paragraph (2) of sec-

tion 561 of the Hiring Incentives to Restore 
Employment Act in effect on the date of the 
enactment of this Act is increased by 0.25 
percentage points. 
SEC. 4. PAYGO COMPLIANCE. 

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the 
purpose of complying with the Statutory 
Pay-As-You-Go-Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement 
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion’’ for this Act, submitted for printing in 
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of 
the House Budget Committee, provided that 
such statement has been submitted prior to 
the vote on passage. 
SEC. 5. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This joint resolution and the amendments 
made by this joint resolution shall take ef-
fect on the date of the enactment of this 
joint resolution or July 26, 2010, whichever 
occurs earlier. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. CROWLEY) and the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. BOUSTANY) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 05:53 Nov 05, 2010 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00017 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD10\RECFILES\H14JY0.REC H14JY0m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
69

S
O

Y
B

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5566 July 14, 2010 
GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I want to thank my friend, Mr. 

BOUSTANY, for being here this morning 
and joining in this resolution. 

I rise in strong support of House 
Joint Resolution 83, a measure to 
renew the ban on imports from the 
country of Burma. The renewal of this 
bill is extremely important in the 
struggle for human rights and democ-
racy in Burma. This measure, and 
other sanctions on Burma, prevent 
hundreds of millions of American dol-
lars from getting into the hands of the 
military regime and funding its illegal 
activities. 

We must never forget that the inspi-
ration for this measure came from a re-
markable woman, Nobel Peace Prize 
recipient Aung San Suu Kyi. She’s the 
world’s only imprisoned Nobel Peace 
Prize recipient. She and her political 
party, the National League for Democ-
racy, have called on freedom-loving 
people throughout the world saying, 
and I quote, ‘‘Please use your liberty to 
promote ours.’’ 

That’s what makes these sanctions 
categorically different from many 
other situations. The people of Burma 
support these sanctions. 

I believe it’s also important to re-
member that Burma’s military regime, 
or its junta, is not simply a govern-
ment that is rough on its own people. 
It is among the most brutal, maybe 
even the most brutal, regime in the 
world today. 
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The regime operates with complete 
impunity. The Burmese regime has re-
cruited thousands of child soldiers, by 
some estimates more than any other 
country in the world today. The regime 
has destroyed over 3,500 ethnic minor-
ity villages, forcing hundreds of thou-
sands of people to flee their homes in 
terror. Millions of these refugees live 
in neighboring countries like Thailand 
and Bangladesh. 

The regime uses rape as a weapon of 
war against innocent Burmese women. 
Over 2,000 innocent civilians remain 
locked behind bars as political pris-
oners. And it’s important to note that 
many of these abuses are not just 
human rights abuses; these are crimes 
against humanity. That is why the 
United Nations investigator on human 
rights in Burma called for an inter-
national investigation into war crimes 
and crimes against humanity in 
Burma. This is something I have been 
calling for myself for a very, very long 
time. 

It is long overdue that the world ac-
knowledges the regime, the junta, is 

guilty of many heinous crimes, and we 
must lead the effort to hold it account-
able. As a first step, I hope the United 
States will go on record in acknowl-
edging that the Burmese regime has 
continued crimes against humanity. At 
the same time, I hope the administra-
tion fully implements all the provi-
sions of the Block Burmese JADE Act 
that we passed in 2008, including the 
tough banking sanctions enumerated 
into law. That also includes imposing 
tough financial sanctions on banks and 
companies propping up Burma’s mili-
tary regime and junta, even if those 
companies are not based in the United 
States themselves. 

By passing the JADE Act, we gave 
the administration the authority to 
impose tough sanctions. Now it’s time 
to make it happen. We don’t have any 
time to wait. The Burmese regime is 
planning a sham election for this year 
that, without strong international ac-
tion, will result in a government that 
is a wolf in sheep’s clothing. 

The regime has stacked the deck 
against the people of Burma so that 
the exact same military junta will be 
in power after the election. In fact, it 
is not really an election at all since the 
results are preordained. Aung San Suu 
Kyi is specifically barred from taking 
part in these elections. It would be a 
disservice to those struggling for free-
dom in Burma to recognize the results 
of this undemocratic and illegitimate 
election process. 

The administration has worked hard 
I know to reach out to Burma’s mili-
tary regime and has urged them to 
change their ways. I believe those ef-
forts, while worthwhile and valuable, 
have been completely and utterly re-
jected by the junta. In fact, the situa-
tion in Burma has grown worse. That’s 
why now is the time to crank up the 
pressure on Burma’s military junta. 

I urge my colleagues to pass House 
Joint Resolution 83. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I join my colleague and 
friend on the Ways and Means Com-
mittee in strong support of H.J. Res. 
83, which would continue the imposi-
tion of sanctions against the repressive 
regime in Burma for another year. 

The purpose of imposing sanctions 
against Burma is to promote democ-
racy, develop a respect for human 
rights, and improve living conditions 
for the Burmese people. Unfortunately, 
the ruling junta is still dedicated to 
working against, not toward those ob-
jectives. For that reason, I am in favor 
of continuing our practice of extending 
import sanctions against Burma for an-
other year. 

Burma’s regime is one of the world’s 
most repressive. And it continues to 
oppress democratic movements and hu-
manitarian efforts. In reading the 
State Department’s human rights re-
port on Burma, I am appalled at the ex-
tent and scale of grave human rights 

violations. According to the State De-
partment, this repugnant regime, in 
which military officers wield the ulti-
mate authority at every level of gov-
ernment, routinely continues to 
abridge the right of citizens to change 
their government and commits to 
other severe human rights abuses. Spe-
cifically, government security forces 
allowed custodial deaths to occur, and 
committed extrajudicial killings, dis-
appearances, rape, and torture. The re-
gime detains civic activists indefi-
nitely and without charge, and engages 
in harassment, abuse, and detention of 
human rights and pro-democracy activ-
ists. 

Opposition leader Aung San Suu Kyi 
is still being falsely detained by the re-
gime. And as of March 2010, the regime 
held an estimated 2,100 political pris-
oners. The army attacks ethnic minor-
ity villages. Violence and societal dis-
crimination against women, recruit-
ment of child soldiers, and trafficking 
in persons have continued. The regime 
also severely restricts freedom of as-
sembly, expression, association, move-
ment, and religion. 

In addition, I am very concerned that 
the regime has taken steps that seem 
to guarantee that the elections that 
will be held in Burma later this year 
will not, in the words of the State De-
partment, be transparent, inclusive, or 
credible. And I am still disappointed 
that there has not been additional mul-
tilateral pressure against this regime. 

I strongly urge the administration to 
put more pressure on our trading part-
ners and the United Nations to put the 
leaders of this regime and its cronies 
under targeted economic pressure that 
denies them access to personal wealth 
and sources of revenue. I call on the 
United Nations, Burma’s Southeast 
Asian neighbors in ASEAN, and the 
People’s Republic of China to step up 
engagement considerably. 

I am pleased that this Congress am-
plified our sanctions 2 years ago to 
eliminate trade in jewelry containing 
Burmese rubies and jadeite, even if the 
jewelry was made in and exported from 
a third country. The expansion was de-
signed to bring about multilateral 
pressure on the regime through the 
United Nations and World Trade Orga-
nization, similar to successful legisla-
tion on conflict diamonds. We are still 
in the process of assessing the effec-
tiveness of that law. 

The General Accountability Office 
reported to us several months ago on 
the effectiveness of the expanded sanc-
tions, and we are considering its rec-
ommendations for improving the ad-
ministration of the program and assur-
ing that legitimate trade in these 
stones is not constrained. I must be 
clear that I generally view import 
sanctions with great skepticism. How-
ever, if there is a right way to impose 
sanctions, I think these Burma sanc-
tions are crafted to maximize their 
ability to effect change. 

For example, they require the admin-
istration to issue annual reports on 
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Burma that include whether U.S. na-
tional security, economic, and foreign 
policy interests are being served so we 
can make an informed decision. Per-
haps the most critical aspect of the 
Burma sanctions program is that they 
require us to redirect our attention 
every summer to the question of 
whether these sanctions should be con-
tinued. They are not self-executing. We 
here in Congress must consider this 
issue and vote to continue them on an 
annual basis. 

I continue to believe that our great-
est hope for effecting real change in 
Burma is multilateralism. The whole 
world, particularly China and the 
ASEAN countries, must put economic 
pressure on this regime. I support this 
resolution because it increases our 
chances to bring about this multilat-
eral effect. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CROWLEY. I thank the gen-
tleman for his comments. And I 
couldn’t agree with him more that we 
do need to see more of a multilateral 
impact on Burma, particularly China, 
India, and the surrounding countries of 
Bangladesh and Thailand and such. 
And it’s my hope that we will continue 
to see further isolation of Burma. And 
I think we continue to stretch out a 
hand to encourage the regime, but they 
continue to keep slapping it back. And 
I think now is not the time for recogni-
tion; now is the time for further isola-
tion. 

So I appreciate the comments of my 
colleague and friend from Louisiana 
(Mr. BOUSTANY), and I know of his sup-
port for this. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no further Members wishing to speak 
on this issue, and I am prepared to 
yield back my time. I look forward to 
working with my colleague on the 
Ways and Means Committee in this ef-
fort to hopefully change this regime’s 
behavior. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CROWLEY. I appreciate my col-
league’s willingness to work with us in 
the future, and look forward to that as 
well on this and many other issues. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
CROWLEY) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the joint resolution, H.J. 
Res. 83, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the joint res-
olution, as amended, was passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
‘‘Joint resolution approving the re-
newal of import restrictions contained 
in the Burmese Freedom and Democ-
racy Act of 2003, and for other pur-
poses.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1722, TELEWORK IM-
PROVEMENTS ACT OF 2010 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, by 
direction of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 1509 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 1509 
Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 

resolution it shall be in order to consider in 
the House the bill (H.R. 1722) to improve 
teleworking in executive agencies by devel-
oping a telework program that allows em-
ployees to telework at least 20 percent of the 
hours worked in every 2 administrative 
workweeks, and for other purposes. All 
points of order against consideration of the 
bill are waived except those arising under 
clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. The amendment in 
the nature of a substitute recommended by 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform now printed in the bill, modi-
fied by the amendment printed in the report 
of the Committee on Rules accompanying 
this resolution, shall be considered as adopt-
ed. The bill, as amended, shall be considered 
as read. All points of order against provi-
sions of the bill, as amended, are waived. The 
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the bill, as amended, to final pas-
sage without intervening motion except: (1) 
one hour of debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform; and (2) one motion to 
recommit with or without instructions. 

SEC. 2. House Resolution 1496 is laid on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. ED-
WARDS of Maryland). The gentleman 
from Massachusetts is recognized for 1 
hour. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. For the purpose of 
debate only, I yield the customary 30 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina, Dr. FOXX. All time 
yielded during consideration of the rule 
is for debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. MCGOVERN. I ask unanimous 

consent that all Members may be given 
5 legislative days in which to revise 
and extend their remarks on House 
Resolution 1509. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, H. Res. 1509 provides 
for consideration of H.R. 1722, the 
Telework Improvements Act. The rule 
provides 1 hour of debate controlled by 
the Committee on Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform. The rule waives all 
points of order against consideration of 
the bill except those arising under 
clauses 9 and 10 of rule XXI. The rule 
makes in order the substitute reported 
by the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform as modified by an 

amendment printed in the Rules Com-
mittee report. The rule also provides 
one motion to recommit the bill with 
or without instructions. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in 
strong support of this rule and in 
strong support of the underlying bill. 
Even in this July heat, it is hard to for-
get the historic snowfall that 
blanketed the Washington region this 
past winter. OMB estimated that for 
each day the Federal Government was 
shut down during the storms, the gov-
ernment lost $71 million worth of pro-
ductivity. Had some agencies not al-
lowed their employees to telecommute, 
the cost of lost productivity would 
have been $100 million. 

With today’s mobile technology, we 
can do better to ensure that Federal 
employees can effectively telecommute 
regardless of weather conditions. The 
Telework Improvements Act will pro-
vide a framework to expand the cur-
rent telecommuting program so that 
all Federal employees can enjoy the 
benefits. Telecommuting also helps to 
reduce traffic congestion. I don’t think 
you will find too many Federal employ-
ees complaining about missing out on 
rush-hour traffic in metro D.C. 

Now, some may argue that telecom-
muting will just allow lazy employees 
to sit at home and pretend to work. 
That’s simply not the case. This bill re-
quires agencies to establish a telecom-
muting policy that authorizes employ-
ees to telecommute to the maximum 
amount possible only to the extent 
that it doesn’t diminish employee per-
formance or agency operations. 

The U.S. Patent and Trademark Of-
fice, the Defense Information Systems 
Agency, and the General Services Ad-
ministration have already established 
efficient and effective telework poli-
cies. 

For those concerned about the def-
icit, the bill is deficit neutral and, 
therefore, PAYGO compliant. CBO’s es-
timated cost of $30 million over 5 years 
pales in comparison to the $71 million 
per day the government lost due to 
snow last winter. 

Madam Speaker, I want to remind all 
of my colleagues that a bipartisan ma-
jority of them supported this bill when 
it came to the floor under suspension 
in May of this year. I urge them to 
once again support this rule and the 
underlying bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. FOXX. I thank my colleague 

from Massachusetts for yielding time, 
and I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Madam Speaker, as has become rou-
tine in this Congress, it’s my sad duty 
to come before you yet again today to 
speak in opposition to spending this 
House’s valuable time to consider a bill 
that would do absolutely nothing to re-
spond to the very real concerns facing 
Americans every day. 

Here we are with a 9.5 percent unem-
ployment rate, the largest deficit in 
our history, and the national debt at 
almost $14 trillion. The response of the 
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