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companies still pay tariffs for U.S.
goods to enter Colombia. The Colombia
Free Trade Agreement would eliminate
obstacles and immediately boost U.S.
exports to Colombia. By passing a free
trade agreement with Colombia, U.S.
GDP would increase by roughly $2.5 bil-
lion and exports by over $1 billion, cre-
ating thousands of jobs in the United
States. The Colombia Free Trade
Agreement is also a positive foreign
policy gesture to one of our most reli-
able allies in the region and the oldest
continuously functioning democracy in
all of South America.

Madam Speaker, it’s time to stand
with one of our best allies in Latin
America and create thousands of jobs
here at home with passage of a Colom-
bia Free Trade Agreement.

———

NO HEALTH CARE REPEAL

(Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I am wondering whether
many people understand what we did
today. Frankly, we gave permission for
more Americans to die from a lack of
good health care. In fact, as I presented
my amendments to the Rules Com-
mittee last evening, I was reminded, if
you will, of those who really suffer be-
cause of a lack of access to good health
care. I offered an amendment to ensure
that H.R. 2, to repeal this good health
care bill, would not eliminate what we
call community health clinics and
deny rural and urban areas of good doc-
tors and nurses who treat the children
and seniors. And then I asked that we
protect the middle class and not have
the insurance rates go up. And finally,
an amendment to make sure that we
don’t have Medicaid and Medicare
fraud and abuse and to protect those
who need Medicaid, as my State of
Texas is going to eliminate it. So peo-
ple will die as we proceed in this un-
timely and ludicrous process.

But I'm glad that Pastor D.Z. Cofield
in my district will ascend to the presi-
dency of the NAACP in our local com-
munity. I believe with all of these good
thinking people, we will be able to rise
up and save the lives and oppose any
repeal of this good affordable care bill.

——————

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FLEISCHMANN). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 5, 2011, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BLUMENAUER addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)
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THE WOLF IN SHEEP’'S CLOTHING
FOLLIES ACT OF 2011

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker,
those who are watching this today may
wonder what just happened in the
House of Representatives. And I want
to talk a little bit about it so they un-
derstand what goes on next week on
the floor of this House. Today we set
the stage for the passage of the Repub-
lican health care plan. It won’t be a re-
peal of what the Democratic Congress
did before. It will be returning us to
the status quo where the health care
insurance industry in this country is
totally in control of the private insur-
ance industry.

Now, yesterday I was on a conference
call with groups that represent 18,000
physicians who want us not to act and
repeal the Affordable Health Care Act
next week. They have taken resolu-
tions in every district around this
country among physicians. They have
delivered them to the Speaker’s Office,
Mr. BOEHNER in Cincinnati. They have
taken them to Mr. CANTOR’s office in
Virginia. Because doctors know what
this act really does.

I listened to a couple of my col-
leagues who are physicians, and I heard
them say they wanted to repeal it all.
But the 18,000 physicians who I was
talking to, or their representatives, on
the phone yesterday were talking
about what the real experience is out
in the doctors’ offices, not on the floor
of the House or not in some political
arena where we are making points, but
when you are actually dealing with pa-
tients.

I am a physician. I have been there.
I have done it also. I have had phone
calls from Omaha, Nebraska, about
whether I could continue to see a pa-
tient. And every doctor who has prac-
ticed in this country in the last 30
years knows that is what goes on. They
know that patients don’t have health
insurance because they have a pre-
existing condition. They know that
people who thought they had insurance
suddenly get an illness and then find
out their insurance company won’t
cover them because of some techni-
cality or whatever they find. They
worry about their own children who
finish college at age 21 or 22 and can no
longer be covered on their insurance
policy. But with the bill that we passed
last year, those young people can be
covered from age 22 to 26 until they get
a job where they have health care bene-
fits. Those are the reasons why doctors
want to see this bill stay in place and
be enacted.

Now, what we’re going to see out
here next week is political theater. I
call it the Wolf in Sheep’s Clothing
Follies Act of 2011. We have a piece of
legislation which we weren’t told about
today. It is exactly one page long and
repeals everything that happened. It
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repeals the prohibition against pre-
existing condition exclusions. It allows
insurers to no longer cover children
over the age of 22. It sets lifetime lim-
its again on people’s insurance policies.
All of that occurs here in one single
piece of paper, with no debate, no com-
mittee hearings, no effort to find out
what’s going on out there in the com-
munity. It’s a political document for a
political purpose for a part of the Re-
publican Party. It is not what the
American people are actually feeling.

Now, what you will hear next week is
even more interesting because we are
going to get a fraudulent piece of legis-
lative hot air. They will say, Well, yes,
we are repealing ObamaCare. You
know, it’s strange. They mnever call
Medicare ‘‘Johnson Medicare.” It
passed under President Johnson. I won-
der why not. Because it was for all
Americans. It’s not the President. It’s
the body that sits here that passes the
legislation that covers all Americans.
And yet we are now, next week, going
to be offered this piece of fraudulent
hot air. It’s House Resolution 9. They
will say, Yes, we’re repealing that, but
we have this.
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And when you read H. Res. 9, it’s one
page of nothing. Read it. You’ve got
the weekend.

———

THE U.S. FOREST SERVICE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCcCLIN-
TOCK) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MCcCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker,
much of my district comprises forests
managed by the U.S. Forest Service.
Over the last 2 years, I have received a
growing volume of complaints pro-
testing the increasingly exclusionary
and elitist policies of this agency.
These complaints charge the Forest
Service, among other things, with im-
posing inflated fees that are forcing the
abandonment of family cabins held for
generations, charging exorbitant new
fees that are closing down long-estab-
lished community events upon which
many small and struggling mountain
towns depend for tourism, expelling
longstanding grazing operations on
specious grounds, causing damage both
to the local economy and to the Fed-
eral Government’s revenues, and ob-
structing the sound management of our
forests through a policy that can only
be described as benign neglect, cre-
ating both severe fire dangers and mas-
sive unemployment.

Practiced in the marketplace, we
would renounce these taxes as preda-
tory and abusive. In the public sector,
they are intolerable.

Combined, these actions evince an
ideologically driven hostility to the
public’s enjoyment of the public’s land
and a clear intention to deny the pub-
lic the responsible and sustainable use
of that land.
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Most recently, the Forest Service has
placed severe restrictions on vehicle
access to the Plumas National Forest,
despite volumes of public protests. Su-
pervisor Bill Connelly, chairman of the
Butte County Board of Supervisors
writes that ‘‘the restriction applies to
such activities as collecting firewood,
retrieving game, loading or unloading
horses or other livestock and camp-
ing.”

He goes on to write: ‘“The national
forests are part of the local fabric. The
roads within the national forests are
used by thousands of residents and visi-
tors for transportation and recreation.
These activities generate revenue for
our rural communities which is critical
for their survival.”

Mr. Speaker, this is not a small mat-
ter. The Forest Service now controls
193 million acres within our Nation, a
land area equivalent to the size of
Texas.

During the despotic eras of Norman
and Plantagenet England, the Crown
declared one-third of the land area of
southern England to be the royal for-
est, the exclusive preserve of the mon-
arch, his forestry officials and favored
aristocrats. The people of Britain were
forbidden access to and enjoyment of
these forests under harsh penalties.
This exclusionary system became so
despised by the British people that in
1215 no less than five clauses of the
Magna Carta were devoted to redress of
grievances that are hauntingly similar
to those that are now flooding my of-
fice.

Mr. Speaker, the attitude that now
permeates the U.S. Forest Service from
top to bottom is becoming far more
reminiscent of the management of the
royal forests during the autocracy of
King John than of an agency that is
supposed to encourage, welcome, facili-
tate and maximize the public’s use of
the public’s land in a Nation of free
men and free women.

After all, that was the vision of the
Forest Service set forth by its leg-
endary founder, Gifford Pinchot, in
1905: ““To provide the greatest amount
of good for the greatest amount of peo-
ple in the long run.”

In May of 2009 and April of 2010, some
of my California colleagues and I sent
letters to the Forest Service expressing
these concerns. I've also personally
met with senior officials of that agency
on several occasions in which I have
referenced more than 500 specific com-
plaints of Forest Service abuses re-
ceived by my office.

All that I have received to date from
these officials are smarmy assurances
that they will address these concerns,
assurances that their own actions have
belied at every turn.

Mr. Speaker, it is time for Congress
to conduct a top-to-bottom review of
the abuses by this increasingly unac-
countable and elitist agency to demand
accountability for the damage it has
done and is doing to our forests’
health, to the public’s trust, to the
government’s revenues and to the Na-
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tion’s economy, and to take whatever
actions are necessary to restore an at-
titude of consumer-friendly public
service, which was Gifford Pinchot’s
original vision, and for which the U.S.
Forest Service was once renowned and
respected.
—

HEALTH CARE ACT—SIGNED WITH
BLOOD, SWEAT AND TEARS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. AL GREEN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I was there when the President of
the United States of America signed
into law the health care act that is
sought to be repealed. I was within 20
feet or so of the President; and at the
time he signed it, there was a feeling of
great jubilation, but also there was a
feeling of great consternation because,
as he signed it, in ink, I knew that it
was written in tears, written in the
tears of the many parents who saw
their children with preexisting condi-
tions and could not get insurance for
the illness that their children had;
signed in ink, written in tears, but it
was also written in sweat, the sweat of
the many persons who toiled for more
than 50 years to get health care for all
Americans; signed in ink, written in
sweat, tears and in blood, written in
the blood of the millions of people who
suffered because they couldn’t get
health care, and also of the many who
died because they could not get the in-
surance that would afford them health
care.

I was there. I knew what the cir-
cumstances were. At the time the bill
was signed, we were spending $2.5 tril-
lion per year on health care; $2.5 tril-
lion is $79,000 a second on health care.
That was approximately 17.6 percent of
our GDP. And by 2018 it would have be-
come $4.4 trillion per year, which
would have been more than 20 percent
of GDP and $139,000 a second. Signed in
ink, written in blood, sweat and tears.

I knew where we were at the time it
was signed. In my State, we had 6 mil-
lion uninsured, 1.1 million in Harris
County, and 20 percent of the children
in Texas uninsured when that bill was
signed. Still in America we have mil-
lions that are not getting the proper
attention that they need, but there is
the potential to get it because of this
bill.

At the time it was signed, we had
more than 40 million people uninsured.
The bill covered some 30-plus million
people. We had 21 million people who
were working full-time and did not
have insurance; 45,000 people per year
were dying because they didn’t have in-
surance. That’s one person every 12
minutes. Twenty-one million people
were working full-time and did not
have insurance. That bill brought peo-
ple under the umbrella of health care
and health insurance.

The greatness of America is not
going to be measured by how many
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great buildings we build and how many
people we can cut out of health care.
It’s not going to be measured by the
people that we can put in the streets of
life. The greatness of America will be
measured by how we treat people in the
streets of life. This bill addresses peo-
ple in the streets of life, real people
who can die because they don’t get the
health care that the richest country in
the world can provide.
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I respect those who vote however
they choose. But as for me, I am going
to stand with those people who need
health care and who are going to get it
under this bill because preexisting con-
ditions no longer exist.

And for edification purposes, for
those who do not know, pregnancy was
a preexisting condition at the time the
bill was signed. For those who do not
know, children under the age of 26,
many of them required to get health
care because they couldn’t stay on
their parents’ policies, they can now
stay with their parents. The doughnut
hole for seniors is being closed with
this bill. The doughnut hole, for edifi-
cation purposes, is that point in time
when a senior has to pay for all of the
pharmaceuticals that a senior might
receive and need. And these pharma-
ceuticals are expensive. This bill ad-
dresses these things.

This bill is a lifeline for many per-
sons in this country. I will support it
and I will say more about it in the fu-
ture. I stand with the American people
who need health care.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

——————

REINTRODUCTION OF TITLE X
ABORTION PROVIDER PROHIBI-
TION ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. PENCE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, the largest
abortion provider in America should
not also be the largest recipient of Fed-
eral funding under title X.

Today, with the support of more than
120 of my colleagues, I introduced the
Title X Abortion Provider Prohibition
Act. I am grateful for the support of
my colleagues within this House and
the support of millions of Americans
who long to see this Congress take this
decisive action on behalf of our values.

The Title X Abortion Provider Prohi-
bition Act would deny any family plan-
ning funds under title X from going to
Planned Parenthood or other organiza-
tions that perform abortions. It would



		Superintendent of Documents
	2022-10-12T02:34:57-0400
	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




