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good ideas. On the other side is the ac-
tual deployment and commercializa-
tion. A demonstration project takes
the research and development just a
little bit further and bridges this divide
so that private entities will be inter-
ested in deployment, private entities
will be interested in commercializa-
tion.

This good use of federally funded
demonstration projects is critical to
reducing the risk to private sector in-
vestors and allows technologies to
cross the Valley of Death and establish
commercial viability for investors and,
indeed, attract their interest.

I strongly believe that in the course
of our discussion about funding for the
coming fiscal year, it is important to
highlight the importance of the Build-
ing Technologies Program’s dem-
onstration projects. I very much appre-
ciate our previous discussions that I
have shared with the chairman and
ranking member, and I would be inter-
ested in the chairman’s insight into
this matter.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I agree with
the gentleman about the importance of
projects that develop new, extraor-
dinarily beneficial technologies that
would never be developed without Fed-
eral investment. It is critical that we
maintain a national investment in ac-
tivities at the Department of Energy
that protect our country’s security and
competitiveness.

The Building Technologies Program
at the Department of Energy has
played a significant role in developing
technologies that are too risky for the
private sector to invest in alone and
that will substantially reduce energy
costs for American homes and busi-
nesses. The government’s role in en-
ergy should not extend to commer-
cializing new technologies. It is the
role of the private sector to deploy
them.

However, without many of the
projects that develop these new tech-
nologies, it would be too risky for pri-
vate companies to invest. I want to
thank the gentleman for his deep com-
mitment to advancing American tech-
nology and innovation, and I look for-
ward to continuing to work with him
on this important issue.

Mr. WU. I thank the chairman and
the ranking member for their engage-
ment in this issue, and I look forward
to working with them.

The chairman knows that fully 40
percent of total energy use in America
is in buildings and fully 70 percent of
electricity use is in buildings. So when
we make buildings more efficient, this
is indeed the low-hanging fruit toward
future energy efficiency, and in fact
the ability to bring new, innovative
American-made technologies to mar-
ket is key to rejuvenating our econ-
omy. Successful projects in the Build-
ing Technologies Program will result
in the manufacture and sale of new
products here in the United States and
result in rejuvenating our economy and
building good American jobs here.
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I thank you, Mr. Chairman. I thank
the ranking member.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. Chairman, I move that the Com-
mittee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. BASS
of New Hampshire) having assumed the
chair, Mr. REED, Acting Chair of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 2354) making appro-
priations for energy and water develop-
ment and related agencies for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 2012, and for
other purposes, had come to no resolu-
tion thereon.

————
HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 10 a.m. tomorrow.

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

There was no objection.

———

JOBS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. REED) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to have an important discussion that
we should focus on, I believe, here in
the House, in the Senate, and in the
White House. That is a discussion fo-
cusing on jobs. We need to get America
back to work. We have been focusing
now on this side of the aisle, in our
committee work, day after day after
day to present proposals. We’ve moved
them. We’ve adopted them here in the
House. The focus is on policies that are
going to promote the private sector,
that are going to promote the develop-
ment of an environment where people
will take the risk and become job cre-
ators and put people back to work here
in America.

I talk often in my office back in the
district, as I go out to town hall meet-
ings and have conversations with peo-
ple as I go down the street to our local
supermarket and to our local stores. I
focus on four areas that we need to
adopt legislation on here in Wash-
ington, D.C., or repeal legislation on in
Washington, D.C., that will create an
environment where jobs will be created
for generations to come.

The first and probably the most ap-
propriate and important focus that we
should be spending time on today is the
question of getting our fiscal house in
order. We have had a lot of debate over
the last few months, weeks, about this
debt ceiling that’s coming to roost and
the vote that we’re going to have to
take here in the House, I would imag-
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ine. One of the reasons why that issue
is so critical to us at this point in time
is we need to demonstrate to the world
that America is going to get its fiscal
house in order once and for all so that
our markets recognize that we are seri-
ous about this issue, that we recognize
that $14 trillion of national debt is just
not sustainable and that it really will
destroy America as we know it, and,
more importantly, what it will do when
we send a message. If we can adopt a
policy here out of Washington, D.C.,
that deals with the debt ceiling but
fundamentally deals with the under-
lying debt, it will send a message that
the American market is something
that you can invest in again, around
the world, that foreign investors, do-
mestic investors, will have the con-
fidence and the certainty that America
is a place to invest your dollars, your
foreign currency, to create the new en-
vironment, the new marketplaces, the
new facilities, the new manufacturers,
the new industrial base to put people
back to work again.

O 1930

I am extremely confident that we
here in the House of Representatives,
and particularly on our side of the
aisle, can come to a reasonable solu-
tion to this debt ceiling issue and do it
in such a way that takes care of the
debt ceiling crisis but that also takes
care of the underlying debt crisis that
put us into this situation and will con-
tinue to put us in this situation unless
we get serious and deal with it now.
This is the time. This is the moment.
And that will send that indication to
the world that America is strong, and
we can invest here and put people back
to work.

The second thing that I tell people as
I go around and I talk to them in my
district and I talk to people on the
street and see them as we go down the
road is that what we need to do in
Washington, D.C., is to set the agenda
out of the House that will create an en-
vironment where regulations out of
Washington, D.C., are cut, are repealed,
are streamlined, so the bureaucratic
red tape that our job creators, that the
private sector in America faces day in
and day out—as a private business
owner myself before I came to this
Chamber, starting and opening four
businesses, I can tell you, as I went
through employing people and taking
the responsibility and taking the risk
of putting my capital on the line, put-
ting my family on the line for all the
time and the resources that we com-
mitted into it, the bureaucracy that I
dealt with in creating those businesses
and putting those people back to work
was mind-boggling.

I talk to business owners all across
America and people that want to go
out and start their own businesses, and
what they tell me is all I want to do is
manufacture my widget, all I want to
do is go out and provide the service
that I enjoy doing, that I have made
my career or my passion in life. But
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yet what I find myself doing when I go
down this path is complying with pa-
perwork, complying with regulations,
spending hours upon hours—not inno-
vating, not creating new technology,
not figuring out a better way to deliver
services at a better price and in a bet-
ter fashion or creating a new widget or
creating a new product in a more effi-
cient manner. I spend hours filling out
paperwork to comply with regulations
coming out of Washington, D.C., and
out of my State capitol.

And I will tell you, that resonates
with me. That’s why we need a policy
here in Washington, D.C., that calls
upon every regulatory body in Wash-
ington to look at the impacts of their
regulations from an economic point of
view, how it’s going to impact that cre-
ation, that innovation of the private
sector in a negative way, and balance
that in relationship to what the goal of
the regulation is.

And sometimes those goals are very
good. A lot of our environmental laws
are reasonable and regulations are rea-
sonable, but they take a balanced ap-
proach to accomplishing what we all
want—clean air, clean water, a clean
environment to pass on to our kids and
to the next generation.

But at the same time, we can’t do it
without recognizing that if we kill the
American way of life, that there will be
no America for our children to enjoy.
So we have to have a commonsense,
balanced, reasonable approach to this
government and this regulatory expan-
sion that’s coming out of Washington
that needs to be crippled and needs to
be cut and needs to be repealed.

So I have focused a lot of my effort—
and a lot of my colleagues have spent a
lot of time—talking about and imple-
menting legislation that will cut the
agency’s ability to promulgate those
regulations that will destroy America
unless they’re reined in. So we need to
focus on that second point.

The third point, I have talked to so
many folks about our Tax Code until
I’'m blue in the face. As a member of
the Ways and Means Committee, I can
tell you that going through the 70,000
pages plus of the Tax Code and the tax
regulations is mind-numbing. And the
problem is that we’re forcing all Amer-
icans to try to comply with that Code.
We have talked about this.

Since we took the majority, since I
came here in November as an elected
new Member of Congress, I have spent
a tremendous amount of time trying to
advocate for comprehensive tax reform
that will streamline the Code, make it
much more competitive, bring down
the corporate rates and the individual
rates to a point, with the pass-through
entities that have to be taken care of,
so that we are competitive on the
world stage in dealing with our Tax
Code.

I was glad to see the President the
other day talking about, in this debt
ceiling debate, how he was targeting
some loopholes and exemptions and the
corporate jets. Like we’re here on the
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Republican side, we came to Congress,
we left our families, we left our busi-
nesses because we want to protect cor-
porate jets. Come on. That’s not being
honest with the American people. We
have been talking about comprehensive
tax reform from day one. We’re ready
to go. I’'m glad the President now has
conceded that that’s where we have to
go and that’s part of the debt ceiling
conversation, and it needs to be.

So the bottom line is is we make that
Tax Code more competitive. We
streamline it so honest, hardworking
Americans can comply with it, and we
revamp the Code, reform the Code in
such a way that it’s a competitive Tax
Code that doesn’t excessively burden
those in the private sector and all tax-
payers across America with that tax
burden that’s just going to kill Amer-
ica if we don’t get this spending under
control, which those revenues from the
Tax Code go to take care of.

The fourth point that I stress to peo-
ple as I go around and I talk to them is
that we need a domestic-orientated en-
ergy policy that taps into our energy
in such a way that it’s comprehensive,
it is an all-of-the-above approach. And
what I mean by that is, when I was the
Mayor of the City of Corning and we
would have people coming in and talk-
ing to us about siting a new facility or
a new manufacturing base or a new op-
eration, there was always the part of
the conversation that we got to that
was, Okay, why should I invest in the
City of Corning in the State of New
York? What are your tax rates? What is
the tax burden I'm looking at? What
are the insurance costs that I'm going
to have to pick up by coming to the
State of New York, the City of Cor-
ning?

The other issue that was repeatedly
discussed in the top three of those con-
versations was, what are your utility
costs? What is the cost to me, for pro-
ducing this new product or this new
technology going to run me? And
that’s where, if we have a comprehen-
sive energy policy focused on domestic
supplies of energy, not only will we be
taking care of a national security issue
with having these supplies of energy
being produced from domestic sources
of things such as natural gas from the
Marcellus shale, or Utica shale in my
part of the State, or shell formations
and tight sand formations all across
America, but we have oil supplies that
have been identified and are available
to us. If we just unleash those re-
sources, we have to say we go after
these energy sources in a clean, respon-
sible manner, environmentally safe.

And everybody I talk to supports
that on our side of the aisle. No one
here is going to destroy the environ-
ment for the sake of getting energy out
of the ground, for the sake of hurting
our children or our grandchildren.
That’s not what we stand for. But we
stand for focusing on those energy sup-
plies that are here and promote those
energy supplies so that we have a
source of energy that’s dependable,
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that will provide us with long-term,
low-cost sources of energy supplies to
our manufacturing and industrial bases
and reignite America again so that we
become a powerhouse in the area of
employment and put our people back
to work.

So those are four key principles that
we bring to the table. And one addi-
tional piece that I'd like to talk about
tonight that is ripe and ready for us to
take is the expansion of opportunities
of our exports.

We have three free trade agreements
that are ready to go. We have South
Korea; we have Colombia; we have Pan-
ama. They have been negotiated. There
has been a long history, many years of
going back and forth with these coun-
tries and asking these countries to en-
gage in honest negotiations that deal
with all the issues that you deal with
when you enter into a free trade agree-
ment. And both parties—we as the
United States of America, the Govern-
ments of South Korea, Colombia, and
Panama—have come to the table in
good faith, and we have finally gotten
to the point where we are ready to
move on these agreements. All the
issues have been negotiated. All the
issues of the free trade agreements
have been taken care of. Now, I know
there is an issue in Washington, D.C.,
that we’re still dealing with when it
comes to trade adjustment assistance,
but, fundamentally, the free trade
agreements have been negotiated and
worked out with these countries, and
we’re ready to go.

But what are we doing? We’re wait-
ing on the White House to send them
up here. We’re waiting on the Presi-
dent, who set, in his State of the Union
message, a goal of doubling our ex-
ports. A great goal. I applaud the goal.
But in order to double our exports out
of America, we’ve got to create an en-
vironment in which the private sector
flourishes, such as those four points,
and focus on those four points that I
just talked about. But we also have to
expand the markets upon which those
new products and our existing products
can be sold to so that we can increase
and meet that export goal. That’s why
I supported the free trade agreements
when I came to Congress and as I went
out on the campaign trail.
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We have three great agreements that
are ready to move, be moved, and ready
to be voted on, and I think have strong
support on both sides of the aisle.
Under the President’s own numbers,
these three agreements are looking to
create at least 250,000 jobs. This is com-
ing out of his administration. The
agencies under his control are pro-
jecting that these agreements will pro-
vide opportunities for at least 250,000
new jobs. To me, this is a no-brainer.
We shouldn’t be haggling back and
forth and trying to figure out what’s
holding these agreements up, ready for
a vote. These countries have nego-
tiated with us in good faith. We’ve had
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those hard negotiations, and now we’re
ready to go. The President even men-
tioned the other day on TV when I was
watching some news reports that he
wants to move forward on these agree-
ments, but yet he hasn’t sent them up
to the Congress, as he’s required to do
by our laws, in order to get them im-
plemented.

I think it’s troublesome when you
hear the President talk about setting a
goal of increasing exports by 50 percent
and say to the public that he is com-
mitted to these free trade agreements
and that all Congress has to do is pass
them, but yet when you look at the de-
tails, all he has to do is send it up to
Congress, and we’ll take care of it. But
he hasn’t taken the step necessary to
do that, and that is solely under his
control to do.

So I call upon the President: Send
these free trade agreements up. We're
ready to go. We have support. Let’s
open up the South Korean markets.
Let’s open up the Colombian market.
Let’s open up the Panama markets.
Let’s give our people in America the
benefits of these new export opportuni-
ties that each of these countries rep-
resents.

I come from a part of the State of
New York where we have a lot of wine,
grape growers, wine producers, apple
growers. And I will tell you, in the ag-
ricultural area, this is going to be a
great asset in particular. These mar-
kets will represent new sources of op-
portunity to farmers who have been
plowing and working this land for gen-
erations. Yet we here in Washington,
D.C., just cannot figure out how to get
this done because the President won’t
send it up for us to get the process
taken care of. So I call upon the Presi-
dent to move on these free trade agree-
ments as soon as possible. He’s indi-
cated to the American public his sup-
port for them. He indicates that he’s
ready to pass them and sign them. And
I'1l just tell you, I’'m here to call him
out on it and say, We need to do it.
Let’s do it.

One other thing I wanted to talk
about tonight is kind of my concern
about the whole issue of this debt ceil-
ing debate and where we’re going with
it. And I’ll tell you, I am greatly con-
cerned about the political rhetoric that
we seem now to be committed to. I see
us in Washington, D.C., going down a
path where we’re talking about situa-
tions where we’re going to hold back
Social Security checks, we’re going to
hold back payments for funding our
troops, and I just don’t see how that’s
productive.

What we have is a debt problem. We
have clearly articulated a plan on this
side of the aisle. We have come up with
budgets that we’ve passed out of this
House. We have put down on paper pro-
posals of where cuts could be made. We
went through the whole process of H.R.
1 back and forth for 7 days, with an
open debate on the floor of the House
in front of the American people, identi-
fying areas that could be cut and that
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could be streamlined, and we laid out
our plan. It’s in black and white. But
today, I still don’t know where the
President of the United States is.

I hear a lot of news reports about
some type of position that the Presi-
dent has taken on $4 trillion, and it
supposedly has $3 trillion worth of cuts
and $1 trillion worth of tax increases.
I've never seen that. Actually, I've
heard discussions that have cited
sources in the White House or sources
off the Hill that show the package hav-
ing $3 trillion of tax increases with
only $1 trillion worth of cuts. Now, I
don’t know if that’s the case, because I
don’t know what the President’s really
standing for because I have never seen
it in black and white. But what I would
ask is that the President put it on a
piece of paper, because if he’s asking
me as a Member of Congress to support
debt ceiling relief in exchange for $3
trillion worth of new taxes, I'm not
going to do that because that taxes ev-
erybody in America, every man and
woman and business in America. It vio-
lates a campaign pledge made by the
President in his campaign where he
would not raise taxes on the middle
class. So I want to see what he’s pro-
posing.

I am greatly concerned that we’re
also at the point where we need to have
this conversation in front of the Amer-
ican people. We need to have the Amer-
ican people weigh in on what the de-
tailed proposal is. You know, we’ve
been very transparent; we’ve been very
open—we here in the House, especially
on this side of the aisle. The House Re-
publicans have put the budget out,
have gone through H.R. 1, have put
documents out that have been scored
by the CBO as to what impact they’ll
have financially. But we haven’t seen
anything from the President. And the
American people deserve the oppor-
tunity to know where the President is
at in these discussions.

What we cannot do, we cannot get to
the 11th hour and say, Here it is, Amer-
ica. Take it or leave it. That’s just not
right. That’s just not responsible gov-
erning. What we need to do is have a
thoughtful, honest debate back and
forth with our positions.

Mr. President, you said the other
day, Don’t call my bluff. I'm going to
g0 to the American people.

I tell you, Go to the American peo-
ple.

I want to go to the American people.
I came to Congress to have this discus-
sion in the open, in front of the world,
because it’s time. We need to. And
until we see a plan, we can’t have that
honest debate that our forefathers, our
Founding Fathers, and so many have
sacrificed to give us, the transparency
of democracy, the transparency to
come to this Chamber that is filled
with so much history and have the de-
bate.

Go to the Senate floor and go into
the living rooms of the American pub-
lic and say, This is what we’re talking
about. This is what we’re fighting
about.
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Now I am ready to have that debate.
I'm ready to have that conversation,
and I know at the end of the day where
I will come out. I will stand for a prod-
uct that gets this Nation taken care of
for generations because its fiscal house
is, once and for all, taken care of. If
that means we have to compromise,
we’ll compromise, but let’s have it. We
can only compromise upon which we
know. That is why it is so important
that the President come forth in writ-
ten fashion with his proposal.

I sent a letter to the White House
today with many of my colleagues in
the freshman class, of which I am a
proud member, calling upon him to do
that, and hopefully he will do that. My
intent is to go down there physically
next week with, hopefully, numerous
other members of the freshman class
and stand in front of the White House
and say, Hey, we're new Members of
Congress. We’re here to have the con-
versation. We’re ready to act. Give us
what you stand for. Put in black and
white what you stand for and what
your position is, and let’s debate. We're
ready to go.

So the bottom line is that as we go
down this path through this debt ceil-
ing crisis—and we do have two crises.
We have the debt ceiling crisis that ev-
eryone knows about, August 2, but we
have the underlying debt crisis that
causes us to have this debt ceiling
problem that we now face. We have to
take care of both because—make no
mistake about it—if we just do a sim-
ple raise the debt ceiling or something
gimmicky that gets us through that
August 2 or whatever the final date
shall be and if we do it in such a way
that there’s really no meat on the bone
and there is no substance to the pro-
posal—make no mistake about it—the
world markets are going to look right
through that and see right through it,
and they’re going to say, You guys are
not serious about this $14 trillion
worth of debt. You guys in America are
not serious about getting $1.6 trillion
of annual budget deficits under control.
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Do you know what? We have an obli-
gation now to advise all of those mem-
bers of the world who are going to in-
vest in America that this is not that
AAA rating that we have all enjoyed
since 1917, I believe. That America will
be downgraded on its debt regardless if
we default or not because we have not
taken the moment; we have not seized
the moment to be honest with the
American people and with the world
and said we’re going to get it taken
care of.

That’s where I am at. I am ready to
get it taken care of. That’s what I
came to Washington, D.C., to do.
That’s what I know many of my fellow
colleagues in the freshman class came
to Washington, D.C., to do. We don’t
care about reelection. We don’t care
about politics. We’re talking about the
substance that will make sure that
America is here for generations to
come.
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A few of my other colleagues had in-
tended to join us this evening, but I
know we have a tradition here in the
House that I am becoming aware of
with the baseball game that’s going on
between the Democrats and the Repub-
licans. And I think as they attend to
that—and that’s a great tradition, and
I applaud my colleagues for taking the
time to continue on in that tradition—
I know I have got another Member po-
tentially coming down here, I have
been given word.

I don’t stand on these issues alone. I
don’t stand with these comments in a
vacuum. I don’t stand here today as
one man in 435 Members of Congress
who believes in what I am articulating.
There is an army of people in Wash-
ington who are standing with me and
with whom I am standing who believe
the same way: that it is time to get our
fiscal house in order, that it is time to
advance an agenda out of Washington,
D.C., that once and for all shows a firm
commitment to the private sector and
reins in government so that govern-
ment does not kill the private sector
and the dreams of all the Americans
that are yet to come.

So I am looking forward to con-
tinuing this debate and moving forward
on the issues that we have talked
about. And as we deal with these
issues, I do it mindful of the situation
that we face on a day-to-day basis of
the politics of Washington, D.C. But I
will tell you, even though I am aware
of those politics, the issues that we are
talking about today—the issues that
we are facing—transcend politics.

I was pleased today that I was able to
get an amendment offered on the floor
in some of the debates in our appro-
priations process where 1 reached
across the aisle, to a colleague of mine
from Buffalo from the other side, and
we legislated. We adopted policy. We
adopted an amendment to that appro-
priations bill that I think is going to
be good for America. And it showed I
think in that instance to me, and I
hope to many others, that we can work
together, that we can work together in
a Dbipartisan fashion to tackle the
issues that are facing America such as
that which we took care of today be-
tween Mr. HIGGINS and myself. And
that philosophy is alive and well.

I know the press likes to gin up head-
lines based on the partisan debate that
we often have here in the Chamber, and
they try to paint us all as we are in one
camp on the Republican side and they
are in the other camp on the Demo-
cratic side. I can tell you, in living it
day to day, that truly is not the case.
There are many good people on both
sides of the aisle that are more than
willing to sit down and talk to each
other and try to work out these issues.

But a lot of times that rhetoric,
those headlines, cause us to act in
ways that are extremely divisive and
kill that bipartisan effort and support
that we should be nurturing and pro-
moting. That’s why, today, I was
pleased to see the results of that effort
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on our behalf and on Mr. HIGGINS’ be-
half to pass that legislation.

So I am going to continue along
those avenues. I am going to call out
and hold people accountable for their
positions. There’s nothing wrong with
that. There’s nothing wrong with hav-
ing a good, old-fashioned, honest de-
bate and passionately disagreeing with
people with different philosophies so
long as you do it in an honest and re-
spectful manner.

I work day to day whenever I get into
a disagreement with some of my col-
leagues and also Members from the
other side of the aisle, and I always
start with the premise, okay, where are
you coming from? Why do you believe
you are right? And I try to look at it
truly from the eyes of the people that
have the contrary opinion. Many times
that has opened up my eyes and al-
lowed me to learn from that exchange
and strengthen my position, maybe
cause my position to bend a little bit
or, as I learn and grow, to maybe
change those positions. But I can tell
you that we should always start by
having that conversation.

I have seen where a lot of times peo-
ple don’t want to do that. They don’t
want to really take the effort, or make
the effort, or take the time to really
try to look at it through the eyes of
the other person, understand where
they’re coming from and what their
philosophy is really all about. I think
if we at least do that, if we at least
promise to each other that we’re will-
ing to do that, this Chamber would
work tremendously much better as a
body, as a whole. My colleagues in the
Senate would also be working in a
much better fashion. And as we work
with the White House and with the
President of the United States, we
could also develop that type of rela-
tionship.

So I encourage all my colleagues and
all my friends to continue with that ef-
fort, as I pledge here today to do. As we
go forward, I guess I will keep that in
heart, and I will continue to do my
part in that effort.

As I started this conversation to-
night, ladies and gentlemen of America
and Mr. Speaker, this is about jobs.
This is about adopting a philosophy, a
new culture in America that recognizes
that the private sector is that engine
that’s going to be the spark of this eco-
nomic recovery, and we need to focus
on that. We need to expand on our op-
portunities that are right before us
with these free trade agreements when
you talk about South Korea, Colombia,
and Panama.

I would ask all my colleagues to al-
ways focus on getting Americans back
to work because, if we do that, we will
have a recovery, and we will address
much of this budget deficit problem be-
cause of the increased revenue that
will come from that expansion of get-
ting people back to work and getting
that economy going; and we will have a
much better world upon which to legis-
late going forward.
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Mr. Speaker, with that, I yield back
the balance of my time.

—————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

Mr. ELLISON (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today.

———
ADJOURNMENT

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 58 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Fri-
day, July 15, 2011, at 10 a.m.

——————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

2458. A letter from the Chief, Planning &
Regulatory Branch, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s
“Major” final rule—National School Lunch
Program: School Food Service Account Rev-
enue Amendments Related to the Healthy,
Hunger-Free Kids Act of 2010 (RIN: 0584-
AE11l) received July 6, 2011, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

2459. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Employee Benefits Security Administration,
Department of Labor, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Group Health Plans
and Health Insurance Insurers: Rules Relat-
ing to Internal Claims and Appeals and Ex-
ternal Review Processes (RIN: 1210-AB45) re-
ceived June 24, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.

2460. A letter from the Deputy Director, Di-
rectorate of Standards and Guidance, OSHA,
Department of Labor, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Standards Improve-
ment Project-Phase III [Docket No.: OSHA-
2006-0049] (RIN: 1218-AC19) received June 22,
2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Education and the Workforce.

2461. A letter from the Regulations Coordi-
nator, Department of Health and Human
Services, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—National Vaccine Injury Com-
pensation Program: Revisions to the Vaccine
Injury Table (RIN: 0906-AAT4) received June
23, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2462. A letter from the Deputy Director,
Regulations Policy and Management Staff,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Medical Devices; Exception From General
Requirements for Informed Consent [Docket
No.: FDA-2003-N-0212] (formerly Docket No.:
2003N-0355) received June 23, 2011, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

2463. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Illi-
nois; Indiana; Michigan; Minnesota; Ohio;
Wisconsin; Infrastructure SIP Requirements
for the 1997 8-Hour Ozone and PM2.5 National
Ambient Air Quality Standards [EPA-R05-
OAR-2007-1179; FRL-9436-7] received July 11,
2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.
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