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I just thank you for the opportunity
to share that story with the gentleman
from Indiana.

Mr. STUTZMAN. Thank you.

It is probably all too common, unfor-
tunately, because this document, I be-
lieve, as I said earlier, is one that
doesn’t appear to be exciting. But when
you read it and when you realize what
it does for our freedom and that it pro-
tects our rights as individuals of this
great Nation, it is so important for us
to understand, and if we don’t know, to
find out, to listen to others who have
gone before us, whether it is our
Founding Fathers or whether it is
those who have served in different ca-
pacities, whether it is in schools or
whether it is in government, there is a
reason for it. It is the 9th and 10th
Amendments, and it is the 9th and 10th
points of our Bill of Rights. I think
that is what of our Founding Fathers
meant. They meant it to be at the end
to give those responsibilities back to
the State governments because they
knew that the Federal Government
wasn’t going to be responsible. They
couldn’t absolutely take care of every-
body with the role and the size that the
Federal Government was at that time.

We are in a situation today where I
believe many Americans believe and
they know in their heart what is right,
and that our Constitution protects
those rights and that we believe in
freedom. We believe in that entrepre-
neurial spirit and that we can go out
and make something of ourselves.

As I said, I am the son of a farmer
and have the opportunity to serve in
Congress, which is a humbling experi-
ence, but at the same time knowing
that we have a responsibility for our
kids and for our grandkids, for our
country, for the freedom that we have,
for the opportunity we have. I believe
that this is a perfect time for us to
know what the Constitution says, to
understand it and to apply it. Whether
you are on the school board, which is
one of the most important positions I
believe any individual can run for, to
be involved in our children’s education,
whether it is on the city council, town
council, county council, State govern-
ment, those are all such important,
township government, are all so impor-
tant because an engaged person in-
volved in the community, involved in
the government, can make a difference.
That is what I believe to be so fas-
cinating is that this document empow-
ers us as Americans. It doesn’t take
power away. It doesn’t give power
strictly to the Federal Government. It
is one that believes in the American
people.

As I mentioned before, with the budg-
et debates coming forward, if we con-
tinue to go down the path of higher
spending, higher taxes, of more regula-
tion, that we only take away oppor-
tunity. We take away the empower-
ment that was given to the American
people, and that we all should be grate-
ful that we can go back to the Con-
stitution and have this discussion and
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have this dialogue about the respon-
sibilities of the Federal Government
and making that case to those of us in
Congress and to our colleagues on both
sides of the aisle, the responsibilities
and the opportunities that State gov-
ernments, local governments, not only
can they do, but they can do it better
because they can meet the needs of
their local communities because they
hear from local citizens. I believe that
government that is closest to the peo-
ple serves the people better.

With that, I appreciate each of my
colleagues this evening being part of
the Constitutional Caucus discussion
here on the House floor. I am looking
forward to many more. I know that
each of us have great responsibilities in
front of us in realizing what the Fed-
eral Government’s role is, according to
this document, and that we take these
very seriously in the upcoming days
and that we don’t continue to grow the
size and the scope of government.

I thank the Speaker for the time.

———
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REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H. CON. RES. 34, CONCURRENT
RESOLUTION ON THE BUDGET
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2012

Mr. BISHOP of Utah, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 112-62) on the
resolution (H. Res. 223) providing for
consideration of the concurrent resolu-
tion (H. Con. Res. 34) establishing the
budget for the United States Govern-
ment for fiscal year 2012 and setting
forth appropriate budgetary levels for
fiscal years 2013 through 2021, which
was referred to the House Calendar and
ordered to be printed.

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 10 a.m. tomorrow for morning-
hour debate and 11 a.m. for legislative
business.

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

There was no objection.

————

POLICY OF TAXATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary b5, 2011, the gentleman from New
Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) is recognized for
30 minutes.

Mr. PEARCE. Thank you, Mr. Speak-
er. I appreciate the opportunity to ad-
dress the body tonight.

I was not able to hear the President’s
speech today, but I was able to then
get a transcript and read it. I note in
the opening of that speech that he
says, on page 1, that the debate that
we’re having here in Washington is
about the kind of future that we want.
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It’s about the kind of country we be-
lieve in, and then he describes that’s
what his speech will be about today.

As I read the context of the speech, 1
realize that the President and many
Americans believe in very dramatically
different models of country, and the
kind of future that we believe in is dra-
matically different. I find in the Presi-
dent’s speech that he centers many of
his comments around taxing. Maybe
it’s taxing the millionaires and the bil-
lionaires. So I think that if we’re going
to talk about the kind of country that
we live in, the kind of future that we
want for the country, for our children
and grandchildren, it is imperative
that we begin to discuss this policy of
taxation, this idea that we should and
can tax the rich greater proportionate
shares. It is that which I would like to
address tonight.

Now as we talk about the future we
believe in, understand that economic
growth and vitality are critical con-
cepts. And so one must then ask, How
does the country achieve economic
growth? How does it fail to achieve
economic growth? That would be a key
question. One of the core economic
truths of economic growth is that when
we tax the citizens more than approxi-
mately 23 percent, that we find an
economy that will be stuck in stagna-
tion. When we lower the taxation rate,
then we find an economic vitality, cre-
ation of jobs. And so somewhere in that
threshold of about 23 percent, we un-
derstand that every time we raise
taxes, we Kill jobs; and every time that
we lower taxes, we create jobs. That
was the essence of the argument that
President Kennedy levied when he said
we need to lower the tax rate in order
to create more government revenues.

I often talk about the economic
chaos that we’re facing in our world
right now, in our country; and it begins
at this point. We begin with looking at
the chart; we have basically an imbal-
ance. We are spending $3.5 trillion
every year, and we’re bringing in $2.2
trillion every year. Our economy is
stuck in stagnation. We don’t have the
ability to create jobs. And the Presi-
dent is talking about raising taxes in
order to create revenue. President Ken-
nedy would understand that when we
raise taxes, we actually diminish the
2.2 figure, we actually lower the 2.2, be-
cause jobs are lost, productivity is lost;
and, therefore, those jobs don’t pay
taxes to the government and the gov-
ernment’s revenues begin to decrease.

I hear my friends on the other side of
the aisle often describe the necessity to
tax away Exxon’s profits, that we
should take every single dollar they
make. In fact, we had one Presidential
contender in the last race on the Dem-
ocrat side saying we should tax
Exxon’s profits and spend them. We
heard the Speaker of the House at that
point using that same language, that
we should tax the profits of Exxon and
spend them.

Now let’s take a closer look at that.
Exxon makes good profits. They have a
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good business. They have good invest-
ments. But almost every year, Exxon
spends the majority of its profits rein-
vesting them in new drilling. As they
drill wells, people are hired to work on
the drilling rigs. They’re hired to work
on the logging rigs, on the cementing
rigs. They’re hired to do the tasks of
finishing the well, putting it into pro-
ductivity before Exxon can ever make
a profit. So as we take away that profit
from them, we take away the future
drilling. We take away, then, the jobs
from the economy, and that is the rea-
son that higher taxes penalize and kill
jobs.

Another example that I have about
job creation was from Bill Sweat in
Artesia. I asked at one of my town
halls, What does it take to create jobs?
He held up his hand and said, It takes
me $340,000 to create one job. That’s be-
cause we drive bulldozers in our work.
And actually they won’t let me drive
the bulldozer down through the main
streets of Artesia, so I have to buy a
pickup truck, too. So he said basically
for $400,000 that he can create one job.

When the government, when Wash-
ington taxes away those obscene prof-
its—those obscene profits in the eyes of
some—then what happens is Mr. Sweat
takes longer and maybe even never
gets to the point of having the $340,000
in the bank in order to pay for that
new bulldozer and hire one more per-
son.

So as the President begins to tell us
that his view of this country is one
where we’re going to tax the people
who are producing, then we have to
wonder what we’re going to get. Often
a truism is that what you tax, you get
less of; so if he’s going to tax the pro-
ducers, the millionaires and the bil-
lionaires, you’re going to get less of
them. I think that’s a question we
should ask: Is that a course that we
want to chart for our future?

My friend from Michigan (Mr.
McCOTTER) is here tonight, and maybe
he has some insights; but I would like
to suspend my conversation on the idea
that we can tax the rich and find pros-
perity for our Nation. I think the rich
should pay taxes the same as everyone
else, but when we raise the tax level
beyond that 22, 23, 24 percent threshold,
then we need to understand the result
is going to be economic stagnation.
That’s what we’re finding right now.

So when Mr. Obama concentrates his
speech today on taxing, taxing the
wealthy, that they would pay their fair
share in the society, understand he is
talking about a future that looks
somewhat like Cuba’s. Cuba taxes
wealthy people, and they haven’t had
job creation for decades. The Soviet
Union taxed wealthy people. They
didn’t have jobs. Europeans even tax at
a greater rate than we do, and they’ve
had economic stagnation up until re-
cent times when they began to cut the
cost of government, cut the size of gov-
ernment and lower taxes and found
themselves creating jobs.
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I would like to yield to the gen-
tleman from Michigan at this point for
comments that he might have.

Mr. McCOTTER. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

We’ve seen throughout our lifetimes
the argument put forward that the way
out of a fiscal mess is to raise taxes.
And we’ve learned one thing: if they
tax it and take it, they spend it. Over
and over and over again the same siren
song: government must increase reve-
nues, that revenues are the problem. In
short, the hardworking American peo-
ple are the problem because they don’t
pay through the nose for the Federal
Government’s overspending.

I think the American people under-
stand that we have not a revenue prob-
lem but a spending problem. So as we
go forward, I think it is wise to remind
many of our colleagues that if taxation
is the road to prosperity, why do they
not have 100 percent taxation? Because
they know that it does not work. They
know that it is a short-term expedient
that has long-term damaging con-
sequences to the economy. And as you
go forward and you try to punish pro-
ductivity, you produce unemployment,
you produce poverty. In short, the
cycle continues anew. As productivity
drops, revenues drop. Then the calls for
more revenue come in because the
spending never stops, because the
spending as we saw with the stimulus
and other legislation of the past Demo-
cratic majority is that they will then
spend even more money to try to get
their way out of a crisis.

J 2000

It was disappointing to see the Presi-
dent buy into the logic that your pros-
perity comes from the government
rather than from the fruits of your own
hard work, and that somehow the gov-
ernment is entitled to whatever of your
money it deems necessary to continue
its wasteful spending habits. Again,
this is rejected.

As the gentleman from New Mexico
understands, we live in a very difficult
period of time. We are making the
transition from an industrialized soci-
ety to a globalized, consumer-driven
economy. We have seen families across
America and businesses across America
make the difficult decision to survive,
to compete. They have not only had to
discard things that they wanted, but
things that at times they felt they
needed. And yet one entity, one entity
above all has failed to emulate the dif-
ficult decisions made by men and
women across America, and that entity
is Big Government. And the reason is
very simple: You can only spend what
you make, but Big Government can
spend what it takes from you.

And so today, we saw the President
again make the argument that if we
just took more from the American peo-
ple or a certain segment of the Amer-
ican people—disregarding his rhetoric
that we were all in this together. Evi-
dently that is now as pass as some of
his other pronunciations. The reality
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remains that we have to grow our way
out of this. We have to adapt to a con-
sumer-driven economy. We have to
have a citizen-driven government, one
that understands that the founding
principles of this country are there for
a reason; that now that we have
reached the height of the zenith of the
industrial welfare state that fosters de-
pendence of individuals upon it rather
than fostering and facilitating self-gov-
ernment and liberty and prosperity,
that the day will come when this gov-
ernment and its fiscal recklessness
proves unsustainable.

The question before us now is a very
simple one: Will we responsibly and
constructively address this crisis by
performing our constitutional respon-
sibilities and fulfilling the promises we
made to our constituents, or will we go
on with the same tired tax-and-spend
policies that didn’t work in the seven-
ties, which in many cases were known
quite simply as ‘‘soak the rich; spend
the bread’’? Bad idea.

So to the gentleman from New Mex-
ico, I thank him for his time and point
out that the fiscal debate which will
continue here tomorrow is a very sim-
ple one: You can protect the Big Gov-
ernment policies of the past or you can
look forward to a self-government, a
citizen-driven government, a con-
sumer-driven economy that unleashes
the entrepreneurial genius of America
and the diligence of workers and allows
families to move into a future of lib-
erty and prosperity. Or, in short, you
can support the President and the poli-
tics of the past, or bankruptcy; or we
can look forward and let the American
people lead us into a new era of liberty
and prosperity.

Mr. PEARCE. I thank the gentleman
for his comments. And he pointed out
that we cannot sustain this course,
that actually this course is doomed to
fail. I draw attention to my chart
again, the far right-hand corner of the
chart in which we show here exactly
what the Office of Management and
Budget says.

This is the President’s own economic
arm of the White House that says that
our prosperity through time has been
increasing—that’s the upward sloping
line—but now it’s flattening out to the
red zone in the chart. But then we see
the chart absolutely stops at some
point in time, that’s about 2038. That is
the point that Mr. MCCOTTER refers to
that we are on the path to stopping our
economy. Our economy will actually
fail because of the policies that we
have now. And this is the future that is
being demonstrated by our President
today in his speech.

Now, as he talks about taxing, under-
stand that we have lost jobs because of
our tax policy and we’ve lost jobs be-
cause of our regulatory policy. Now, in
the speech today, he talks about tax
policy, but it’s going in the wrong di-
rection. In previous speeches, he has
talked about the need to reform cor-
porate taxes. In his State of the Union
speech, he acknowledged that we are
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taxed too high, that we can’t create
the economic growth that we need be-
cause we are taxing corporations in a
fashion that exceeds other nations in
the world. So he acknowledges it there.

I was hoping today in his speech that
he would clarify, that he would begin
to set a target, that he would set a
timetable where we can start pulling
back those manufacturing jobs because
of a reform in tax policy. But curi-
ously, in defining our future and in de-
fining the way that we are looking at
the values of the country—that’s his
declaration for what he wants to do in
his speech today—he omits the job cre-
ation piece of taxation policy toward
our corporations. He acknowledges
that in his State of the Union speech.
In his State of the Union speech he said
that we are taxed at too high a rate,
that he wants to cure that. He said
that we must have reform. He said we
need to use our savings to lower the
corporate tax rate for the first time in
25 years, and that was what I think
Americans were looking for.

Americans maybe can’t express the
companies that have left this Nation to
find lower tax rates and better eco-
nomic regulations in other countries,
they might not be able to name them,
but they implicitly know that they
exist. I will look at, again, my chart.

The revenues in this Nation are $2.2
trillion. That’s the accumulated taxes
that we’ve paid to our government. The
expenses are 3.5. Yes, we can cut our
expenses, but we should be concen-
trating and growing the jobs and hav-
ing people go back to work. As they go
back to work, they begin to pay taxes,
and our $2.2 trillion begins to increase.
But as every single individual is hired,
they come off welfare, unemployment
and food stamps, and then they go
down into the productive part of soci-
ety, so we find our economic imbalance
collapsing toward itself. The costs col-
lapse as we are hiring people and put-
ting them back to work. And that
should have been the concentration of
President Obama’s speech today.

In the past, because of our policies,
we have lost the producers in this
country, a list of them: Fender Gui-
tars, Converse, Etch A Sketch, Radio
Flyer, Levi’s, Craftsman tools, Stanley
tools, USA flags, Rawlings baseballs,
Brach’s candy, IBM computer, NBA
uniforms. These are just a partial list
of companies that have decided that it
is cheaper to manufacture somewhere
else because our policies make it too
difficult. If we’re going to rebuild our
economy, we need to rebuild that man-
ufacturing base, and we do that
through tax policy. That should be the
concentration of both parties at this
time in our Nation’s history.

The President also mentions, on page
2, that we’re amassing alarming debt
levels back in the 1980s. If I look at my
chart—again, I show our deficits. This
year our deficit is $1.3 trillion; that is,
our spending exceeds the revenues by
$1.3 trillion. That deficit runs over and
I show it going into our debt barrel,
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that accumulated debt for generations
past. And Mr. Obama mentions ade-
quately that that debt in the eighties
started reaching alarming levels. But
from the time of George Washington
until the first President Bush—that’s
after 1980—we had an accumulation of
about $5 trillion worth of debt. If you
look at the chart, you can see that we
have an accumulation today of almost
$15 trillion. So we had $5 trillion back
in the mid-eighties, and now we’re at
$15 trillion.

I would point out to the President,
when he says we were amassing debt at
alarming levels in the 1980s, that the
debt he has accumulated in his Presi-
dency is almost equivalent to what we
accumulated from the time of George
Washington to the first President
Bush. That is alarming.

It’s an alarming statistic that we
have a deficit today in this budget of
$1.3 trillion, but in 2007—the last budg-
et written under a Republican Congress
and with President Bush as President—
the last deficit was under $200 billion.
That would be the equivalent to 0.2.
Today we are over $1.1 trillion, and
even up into when the President came
into office, our annual deficit was less
than half a trillion. We now have over
$1.5 trillion that the President is sug-
gesting our debt levels should be next
year. So in his time alone we have in-
creased deficits from the billion dollar
category, increased them to the tril-
lion dollar category, and that is alarm-
ing debt.
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That is what has got other nations
pointing to us and saying that is not
sustainable. They’re afraid when they
loan us money, that it is not going to
be paid back. So nations are increas-
ingly reticent to lend us money.

That then results in the Federal Re-
serve buying most of our debt. This
year, our Federal Reserve is on track—
now Kkeep in mind they get much of
their money from the government and
then they’re loaning us money from
the other hand—our Federal Reserve
this year is on track to lend us about 60
to 70 percent of the money that we bor-
TOow.

Now, Mr. Bernanke expresses deep
belief that there are buyers for those
Treasury bills out there. There are peo-
ple who are going to lend our Nation
money. But as they look at the eco-
nomic instability that we’re facing,
they understand the need that we have
to, number one, correct spending but,
number two, to grow the economy and
create jobs.

Now, there are those skeptics who do
not believe that tax cuts will create
jobs. Again, I follow the example of
Exxon. When you take their profits
away, you tax them more, then you ac-
tually decrease the amount that
they’re spending with drilling compa-
nies, offshore platforms that they’re
spending in different communities to
get services done to their wells as they
drill them.
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Also, I would remind the listeners
today of Mr. Sweat and that $340,000 for
the bulldozer. Those are the evidences
that we get that tax cuts will create
jobs.

But if we want to look at the other
model, tax increases Kkilling jobs, we
can look no further than our own coun-
try at a time of the tax cuts of 2003.
Over the next 4 to 5 years, our economy
created over 5 million jobs. As the
threat of taxes loomed, as the eco-
nomic slowdown came in, as the uncer-
tainty of the current administration
began to take hold, then we have lost
almost 3 million jobs.

So just the talk of taxes, the talk of
the cap-and-trade tax permeated the
discussions in 2009, it began to cause
people to shy away and say we better
not invest because we’re afraid we’re
going to be taxed.

The discussions of the health care
bill also related the belief that the peo-
ple had that Washington was going to
raise taxes in the health care field. And
S0 again, consumers began not to pur-
chase as much, investors began not to
buy new equipment, people everywhere
were becoming more cautious, and we
slipped into stagnation. Our economy
began to stagnate and lose jobs and has
not yet been creating those jobs at any
significant rate. We’re still above 8 per-
cent unemployment, and that was to be
the floor we would find if we spent the
money on the stimulus in a previous
vision that the Obama administration
gave to us.

As we think about other examples, I
always like to use the example of Ire-
land. Fifteen or 20 years ago, Ireland
began to lower its corporate tax rates.
They believed, as I'm saying tonight,
that if they would lower tax rates to
corporations, that the companies
would actually come flooding into the
country. They would come there to
produce. And it created the Irish mir-
acle, the economic miracle of growth
that was caused by Ireland cutting its
corporate tax rate from about 36 per-
cent down to around 12 percent. A sig-
nificant decrease.

Companies began to flood into Ire-
land. The contrast is also given by Ire-
land. As they began to find prosperity,
they began to spend more than they
bring in, this same model that we’re
looking at here. They began to raise
taxes. And now corporations are flood-
ing away.

Just today I was visiting with the
managers of a cheese plant that is on
the east side of New Mexico. They’re an
Irish company. They’ve come here to
produce because it is just too difficult,
too high, the taxes are too great in Ire-
land. My brother-in-law works for
Hughes Tool. He was at Hughes Tool
back when they moved factories, pro-
duction facilities back into Ireland.
This year, my brother-in-law went to
disassemble the last plant in Ireland
because they’ve gone up on their tax
rates and no longer was it a good place
to operate.

If we’re interested in solving the eco-
nomic chaos that we're facing, we can’t
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get there simply by spending cuts; we
can’t get there by taxing the rich. In
other words, taxing the rich is going to
drive us further away from the goal,
further into stagnation, further into
job losses. If we’re going to rebuild our
economy, we must concentrate on eco-
nomic growth.

And the nice thing is that the actu-
arial tables tell us that if we will grow
jobs at about 3% percent, that this im-
balance begins to disappear, that the
worry of the future begins to dissipate
simply because we grow the economy,
we create jobs, we take people off of
unemployment, we take people off of
welfare, off of food stamps. Our 3.5 cost
to the government begins to diminish,
the 2.2 begins to grow, we find our-
selves reaching balance, and over the
long term, we find ourselves beginning
to reduce this $15 trillion debt. We find
ourselves able to sustain the $202 tril-
lion worth of unplanned expenses—ex-
cuse me, they’re not unplanned,
they’re simply unpaid for—the ex-
penses of Medicare, Medicaid, and So-
cial Security. That’s where the real
threat lies.

And nowhere in Mr. Obama’s plan did
I see a dealing with those significant
drains on our economy. His only plan is
to tax the rich, the millionaires and
the billionaires, by making them pay
their fair share. And that, he says, is
going to fix the economy.

That, my friends, is going to wreck
the economy.

When we choose that course of mak-
ing the rich pay more than their fair
share, they owe it to us. It’s only fair,
he says in his speech, that they would
pay a little more. When we do that,
we’re going to choke jobs off even
more. Other nations, our 2.2 is going to
be less. We’re going to put those people
out of work, just like we did offshore in
Louisiana. We put about 100,000 people
out of work there. We’re on the way to
putting them out of work.

Those people, instead of paying
taxes, are going to pay no taxes, but
they’re now going to cost us unemploy-
ment benefits; they’re going to cost us
in Medicare, Medicaid. They’re going
to cost us in food stamps, welfare. And
they’re not going to be producing.

So with this vision of taxing the rich,
we’re going to move more to an unpro-
ductive society because you cannot
create more productivity by taxing it.
If that were the case, every nation
would be productive. Every nation can
always go up on taxes. But not every
nation can create the environment to
where innovators are allowed to
produce.

The innovations in the oil and gas in-
dustry have been dramatic, and yet
that’s the single area it appears that
President Obama is going to kill first,
that whole specter he refers to as ‘‘yes-
terday’s fuel,” ‘“‘yesterday’s energy.”’

If it is yesterday’s energy, let the
President take the lead and cease using
it. Use the energies of tomorrow. Stop
using that energy of the past. Let him
fly an airplane on something besides
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jet fuel. Please. Give us that bold vi-
sion and courage and leadership. Let
him show us the way if fossil fuels are
a thing of the past.

But I suspect, like you and me, that
the President is going to continue to
drive his limousine on petroleum-based
products. He’s going to continue to fly
Air Force 1 not on solar power, but on
jet fuel. I suspect that all of Americans
are going to do it. The only thing that
we’re going to have as an outcome is
less plentiful energy, fewer jobs, a
greater imbalance in our government
and our government spending, greater
uncertainty for the future.
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That’s a shame that that’s the lead-
ership that we’re getting. Because at
this point in our world’s history, it
would be possible, if we are literally
looking to recreate our economy, to
draw back the manufacturing jobs of
the past, to put them back to work
here, to rekindle the industries that
are gone so that we do have a bright fu-
ture, so that people have not just jobs,
but careers to face; that they are able
to plan for their future; that they are
able to save for a house, save for the
kids’ education; that they are able,
truly, to live the American Dream.

That’s what has made this country
great in the past, and I think that
Americans at this point in time will
find that leadership for the future.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. CULBERSON (at the request of Mr.
CANTOR) for today after 4 p.m. on ac-
count of family medical reasons.

———

SENATE ENROLLED BILL AND
JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED

The Speaker announced his signature
to an enrolled bill and a joint resolu-
tion of the Senate of the following ti-
tles:

S. 307. An Act to designate the Federal
building and United States courthouse lo-
cated at 217 West King Street, Martinsburg,
West Virginia, as the “W. Craig Broadwater
Federal Building and United States Court-
house”.

S.J. Res. 8. Joint Resolution providing for
the appointment of Stephen M. Case as a cit-
izen regent of the Board of Regents of the
Smithsonian Institution.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 20 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Thursday, April 14, 2011, at 10 a.m. for
morning-hour debate.

————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.
Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:
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1248. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting a re-
port of a violation of the Antideficiency Act,
Army Case Number 10-01, pursuant to 31
U.S.C. 1517(b); to the Committee on Appro-
priations.

1249. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Energy Commission, transmitting
the Commission’s final rule — Demand Re-
sponse Compensation in Organized Wholesale
Energy Markets [Docket No.: RM10-17-000;
Order No. 745] received March 28, 2011, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

1250. A letter from the Director, Inter-
national Cooperation, Department of De-
fense, transmitting Pursuant to Section 27(f)
of the Arms Export Control Act and Section
1(f) of Executive Order 11958, Transmittal No.
5-11 informing of an intent to sign a Memo-
randum of Understanding with Canada; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

1251. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Legal Advisor for Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting report prepared
by the Department of State concerning
international agreements other than treaties
entered into by the United States to be
transmitted to the Congress within the
sixty-day period specified in the Case-Za-
blocki Act; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

1252. A letter from the Officer for Civil
Rights and Civil Liberties, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s annual report for Fiscal Year 2010
prepared in accordance with Section 203 of
the Notification and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of 2002
(No FEAR Act), Public Law 107-174; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

1253. A letter from the General Counsel,
General Accountability Office, transmitting
the annual report on the implementation of
Section 203 of the ‘““Notification and Federal
Employee Antidiscrimination and Retalia-
tion Act of 2002 (No Fear), Pub. L. 107-174;
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

1254. A letter from the EEO Director, Secu-
rities and Exchange Commission, transmit-
ting a report about the Commission’s activi-
ties in FY 2010 to ensure accountability for
antidiscrimination and whistleblower laws
related to employment; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

1255. A letter from the Senior Program An-
alyst, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Anti-
drug and Alcohol Misuse Prevention Pro-
grams for Personnel Engaged in Specified
Aviation Activities; Supplemental Regu-
latory Flexibility Determination [Docket
No.: FAA-2002-11301; Amendment No. 121-
315A] (RIN: 2120-AH14) received April 4, 2011,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1256. A letter from the Senior Program An-
alyst, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule —
Amendment of Class E Airspace; Henderson,
KY [Docket No.: FAA-2010-0937; Airspace
Docket No. 10-AS0-35] received April 4, 2011,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1257. A letter from the Senior Program An-
alyst, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule —
Amendment of Class E Airspace; Charleston,
WV [Docket No.: FAA-2010-1010; Airspace
Docket No. 10-AEA-24] received April 4, 2011,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.
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