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SEC. 4. EXTENSION OF AIRPORT IMPROVEMENT 

PROGRAM. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 48103(7) of title 49, 

United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(7) $2,333,333,333 for the 7-month period be-
ginning on October 1, 2009.’’. 

(2) OBLIGATION OF AMOUNTS.—Sums made 
available pursuant to the amendment made 
by paragraph (1) may be obligated at any 
time through September 30, 2010, and shall 
remain available until expended. 

(3) PROGRAM IMPLEMENTATION.—For pur-
poses of calculating funding apportionments 
and meeting other requirements under sec-
tions 47114, 47115, 47116, and 47117 of title 49, 
United States Code, for the 7-month period 
beginning on October 1, 2009, the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion shall— 

(A) first calculate funding apportionments 
on an annualized basis as if the total amount 
available under section 48103 of such title for 
fiscal year 2010 were $4,000,000,000; and 

(B) then reduce by 42 percent— 
(i) all funding apportionments calculated 

under subparagraph (A); and 
(ii) amounts available pursuant to sections 

47117(b) and 47117(f)(2) of such title. 
(b) PROJECT GRANT AUTHORITY.—Section 

47104(c) of such title is amended by striking 
‘‘March 31, 2010,’’ and inserting ‘‘April 30, 
2010,’’. 
SEC. 5. EXTENSION OF EXPIRING AUTHORITIES. 

(a) Section 40117(l)(7) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘April 1, 
2010.’’ and inserting ‘‘May 1, 2010.’’. 

(b) Section 44302(f)(1) of such title is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘March 31, 2010,’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘April 30, 2010,’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘June 30, 2010,’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘July 31, 2010,’’. 

(c) Section 44303(b) of such title is amended 
by striking ‘‘June 30, 2010,’’ and inserting 
‘‘July 31, 2010,’’. 

(d) Section 47107(s)(3) of such title is 
amended by striking ‘‘April 1, 2010.’’ and in-
serting ‘‘May 1, 2010.’’. 

(e) Section 47115(j) of such title is amended 
by striking ‘‘April 1, 2010,’’ and inserting 
‘‘May 1, 2010,’’. 

(f) Section 47141(f) of such title is amended 
by striking ‘‘March 31, 2010.’’ and inserting 
‘‘April 30, 2010.’’. 

(g) Section 49108 of such title is amended 
by striking ‘‘March 31, 2010,’’ and inserting 
‘‘April 30, 2010,’’. 

(h) Section 161 of the Vision 100—Century 
of Aviation Reauthorization Act (49 U.S.C. 
47109 note) is amended by striking ‘‘April 1, 
2010,’’ and inserting ‘‘May 1, 2010,’’. 

(i) Section 186(d) of such Act (117 Stat. 
2518) is amended by striking ‘‘April 1, 2010,’’ 
and inserting ‘‘May 1, 2010,’’. 

(j) The amendments made by this section 
shall take effect on April 1, 2010. 
SEC. 6. FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION OP-

ERATIONS. 

Section 106(k)(1)(F) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(F) $5,454,183,000 for the 7-month period 
beginning on October 1, 2009.’’. 
SEC. 7. AIR NAVIGATION FACILITIES AND EQUIP-

MENT. 

Section 48101(a)(6) of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(6) $1,712,785,083 for the 7-month period be-
ginning on October 1, 2009.’’. 
SEC. 8. RESEARCH, ENGINEERING, AND DEVEL-

OPMENT. 

Section 48102(a)(14) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(14) $111,125,000 for the 7-month period be-
ginning on October 1, 2009.’’. 

EXTENSION OF SMALL BUSINESS 
LOAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of H.R. 4938, an act to provide for 
a 30-day extension of the Small Busi-
ness Loan Guarantee Program which 
was received from the House and is at 
the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 4938) to permit the use of pre-
viously appropriated funds to extend the 
Small Business Loan Guarantee Program, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. DURBIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the bill be read three times, 
passed, the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table, and that any state-
ments relating to the bill be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (H.R. 4938) was ordered to be 
read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

f 

CONTINUING EXTENSION ACT OF 
2010—MOTION TO PROCEED—Con-
tinued 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President. I 
yield 5 minutes to the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. SANDERS. I thank my friend for 
yielding. 

Madam President, the Senator from 
Oklahoma and the Senators who spoke 
before him are obviously right. This 
country has a record-breaking deficit, 
a huge national debt, and it is an issue 
that has to be dealt with. The debate 
is, how do we deal with it? Let me very 
briefly mention some of the factors— 
not all, but some of the factors, some 
of the policies that got us into the na-
tional debt situation we are in right 
now. Six years ago or so, President 
Bush decided to take us to war in Iraq. 
That war was misguided. It was a mis-
take. But in terms of the issue of to-
night, that war was not paid for and 
will end up costing this country some 
$2 or $3 trillion. Many of my friends on 
the other side who now decry the na-
tional debt voted for that war without 
worrying about how it was going to be 
paid for. 

During the Bush era, despite the 
growing gap between the very wealthi-
est people and everybody else, our Re-
publican friends, who then controlled 
the House, the Senate, and the White 
House, decided that the very richest 
people, millionaires and billionaires, 
needed huge tax breaks, hundreds of 
billions of dollars in tax breaks. That 
is what they wanted. I didn’t want it. I 
didn’t vote for it. 

During the Bush era, we passed a 
Medicare Part D prescription drug bill, 
a huge bill written by the insurance 
companies. We could have had a much 
better bill, if we negotiated prices with 

the pharmaceutical industry. We chose 
not to do that. A prescription drug 
Part D bill, unpaid for. That is what 
they voted for. 

After the bailout, after the collapse 
of Wall Street, President Bush and oth-
ers came together and said: We ought 
to bail them out. Unpaid for. I brought 
an amendment on the floor to pay for 
that. It fell. Unpaid for. 

Ironically, within the next couple of 
weeks or months—I am not sure 
which—many of our friends are going 
to come back to the floor and say: We 
need to loosen up the estate tax. We 
need to give massive tax breaks to the 
wealthiest three-tenths of 1 percent of 
the population, the very richest people 
in the country. Estimates are it is 
going to cost $350 billion over 10 years, 
giving it to the richest people. 

My point is, if we are going to deal 
seriously with our national debt and 
our deficit—enormous problems—let’s 
be honest and let us get our priorities 
right. 

In terms of today’s debate, let us not 
on the one hand say we are going to 
give massive tax breaks to millionaires 
and billionaires by loosening up on the 
estate tax, but today we cannot regard 
as an emergency situation extending 
unemployment compensation to people 
who are in desperate economic trouble. 

Since December of 2007, over 8 mil-
lion Americans have lost their jobs. 
Sixteen-and-a-half percent of the 
American workforce is today either un-
employed or underemployed. Here is 
the important point. Over 6 million 
Americans have been out of work for 
more than 6 months, the highest on 
record. What we are experiencing now 
is not only unacceptably high unem-
ployment but a level of long-term un-
employment this country has never 
seen before. In other words, people are 
losing their jobs, but they are not get-
ting them back, not in 2 weeks, not in 
4 weeks. Month after month people are 
wondering how they are going to get a 
job, how they will feed their family, 
how they will take care of basic needs. 
That is what we are talking about 
today. 

When we talk about deficit reduction 
and dealing with the national debt, in 
my view we don’t do that by denying 
unemployment benefits to families in 
desperate need. I think we take into 
consideration the reality that the top 1 
percent of this country now earns more 
income than the bottom 50 percent. 
And those very same people, the top 1 
percent, over the last number of years 
have been given huge amounts in tax 
breaks. We take into consideration the 
fact that as a nation, we are spending 
a very significant and growing amount 
of money on the military. There is 
study after study which indicates there 
are significant amounts of money that 
can be saved, if we take a hard look at 
military spending, including a number 
of weapons systems that are not de-
signed to fight international terrorism 
but to continue the effort in the Cold 
War which no longer exists. 
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It seems to me we have two issues we 

have to address. No. 1, how do we cre-
ate the jobs this country desperately 
needs? How do we protect the most vul-
nerable people? And simultaneously, 
how do we address the deficit crisis and 
our national debt? 

I suggest now is the time to rethink 
the priorities that have existed for a 
number of years. Now is the time to 
ask the wealthiest people to start pay-
ing their fair share of taxes. Now is the 
time to take a hard look at all of our 
Federal agencies for waste and fraud 
and abuse but also including the mili-
tary. 

The issue is not whether we deal with 
the national debt and our deficit. The 
question is, how we do it, and how we 
do it in a way that protects the middle 
class and some of the most vulnerable 
people in society. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Illinois. 
Mr. DURBIN. I thank the Senator 

from Vermont and those who are gath-
ered this evening. This was such an im-
portant day. Some in this Chamber 
may have heard some cheering in the 
hall. I believe that signifies that the 
House of Representatives has finally 
passed the reconciliation bill which 
passed this Chamber earlier this after-
noon. Now health care reform, with its 
improvements, is on its way to being 
signed by the President and becoming 
the law of the land. It is a day of great 
celebration for those of us who had the 
privilege and honor to vote for it but to 
participate as well in the difficult task 
of putting this bill together—a con-
troversial bill; lots of people hate it; 
lots of people love it across America. 
Many of us believe it is an extraor-
dinary improvement. It is progress in 
America. It will give families across 
America a fighting chance to get 
health insurance they can afford, to be 
able to fight the health insurance com-
panies that turn them down when they 
need it the most. 

Thirty million Americans will have 
health insurance who don’t have it 
today. It is going to give seniors on 
Medicare better assistance to pay for 
their prescription drugs. It is a plus in 
many directions. 

We left the euphoria and happiness of 
that moment on the floor, when they 
announced the vote of 56 to 43, and 
within minutes, we were told there is 
another battle. This time the Repub-
licans have come to the floor and re-
fused to extend unemployment benefits 
to those unemployed in America. The 
date that occurs is April 5. In State 
after State, hundreds and then thou-
sands of people will see their unem-
ployment checks stop. These are people 
who lost a job and they can’t find one. 
We estimate there are five unemployed 
people for every available job. I have 
met with the unemployed in my State. 
They are desperate. They have tried ev-
erything they could think of. We think 
our economy is starting to turn but not 
quickly enough for them. Out of work 

for weeks, months, sometimes years, 
they have exhausted their savings. 
They are living literally hand to 
mouth. Some have lost their health in-
surance. The only thing that keeps 
them going, that keeps the lights on 
and the food on the table, is the unem-
ployment check. 

The Republicans came to the floor 
today and said: Cut it off. They said 
cut it off, because they believe this is 
the moment and this is the issue to 
take a stand against the national def-
icit. 

Do we have a national debt that 
should concern us all? Of course. The 
deficit we have is growing because of 
the recession, unemployment, fewer 
tax revenues by the government, and 
we understand that. Should we deal 
with it? Of course. But it is interesting 
that these Republicans would take 
their stand on fiscal conservatism and 
deficit reduction when it comes to un-
employment benefits. 

Twenty-four hours ago, Senator 
GREGG of New Hampshire, a Repub-
lican, floor manager for their side, of-
fered an amendment on the floor to the 
reconciliation bill to pay for the com-
pensation of doctors treating patients 
under Medicare. It added $65 billion to 
the deficit, and it was not paid for. 
Every Republican voted for it. I think 
it is a good thing to do. It is a policy 
we should support, because we want 
doctors to treat Medicare patients. But 
how can these same Republican Sen-
ators ignore the fact that they voted to 
do so last night and then come here to-
night and say: Unemployment benefits 
for a month in America? That will cost 
$9 billion. It is time to take a stand 
against the deficit. Sixty-five billion 
last night, these same Senators voted 
to add to the deficit; $9 billion for the 
unemployed today, they say, is the 
straw that broke the camel’s back. 

This is unfair and unfortunate. Here 
is what we know. Every dollar in an 
unemployment compensation check 
that goes to an unemployed person is 
spent directly into the economy. The 
CBO says there is no faster and better 
way to inject billions of dollars into 
the economy that translates into the 
purchase of goods and services, helping 
small businesses and creating jobs. For 
the question of economic development, 
unemployment compensation is the 
most valuable thing to do. What hap-
pens to these poor people when we cut 
off their unemployment compensation? 
I am not sure where they will go. 

Bill from Illinois writes: I have been 
unemployed as a steel salesman since 
June of 2009. I am sitting in the 
Naperville library, as I do every day, 
applying for jobs on line. And still no 
luck. I will be ruined financially if you 
stop my unemployment benefits. 
Please extend them. 

Elliot from Illinois writes: As a cit-
izen of the United States and a U.S. 
Navy veteran, I cannot believe the Sen-
ate would let unemployment funding 
stop for the millions of people strug-
gling to make ends meet. Just one un-

employment check not processing will 
hurt thousands of people and, with the 
lack of life-supporting employment, 
will push a bunch of folks closer to the 
edge of foreclosure and other losses. 

I acknowledge this deficit and this 
debt and what we need to do about it. 
This issue is a defining issue for this 
Congress and this Nation. If we have 
reached the point that we will turn 
around and walk away from those who 
have lost their jobs through no fault of 
their own, if we will turn a blind eye to 
families who are doing without the ba-
sics of life, if we believe this is the best 
fiscal policy for America, then we have 
lost our way. We are a caring nation. 
We care for one another. We are a com-
munity, a community that reaches out, 
through the taxes we pay and the good 
deeds that many do, to help the less 
fortunate. Yet when it comes to unem-
ployment benefits, the Republican Sen-
ators have said: This is where we make 
our stand. This is where we enforce our 
deficit. 

Well, I think they have taken off and 
created more victims in our economy 
at a time when so many have lost their 
jobs. 

I looked at the States represented by 
the Republican Senators who spoke 
earlier today. The Senator from Ne-
braska is fortunate in one respect. His 
State has an unemployment rate of 4.6 
percent. The Senator from Oklahoma, 
he, too, is fortunate. His State has an 
unemployment rate of 6.7 percent. My 
State is up at 12 percent unemploy-
ment, and others such as Michigan are 
over 14 percent unemployment. 

This is a crisis in our State, and it is 
a crisis that will be made worse when 
these checks are cut off. I would urge 
my colleagues to view this unemploy-
ment benefit request as the emergency 
that it is. If nations can rise to the oc-
casion of disasters—unanticipated ca-
lamities, natural disasters such as 
floods and hurricanes—if we can view 
those as emergencies, shouldn’t we 
look at the hurricanes that have hit 
the lives of those unemployed Ameri-
cans and be ready to stand by their 
side? 

I hope when we return after the 
break over Easter and have our chance 
to vote, we can finally bring forward 
enough moderate Republicans on that 
side of the aisle to join us and say: Yes, 
we need to fight the deficit, but let’s 
not do it at the expense of the neediest 
people in America. 

Madam President, I yield the floor at 
this time and suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 
Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Senate 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:35 Jun 20, 2010 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00038 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD10\RECFILES\S25MR0.REC S25MR0m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
D

5P
82

C
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2022-10-12T11:33:27-0400
	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




